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Secretary of Labor 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
John T. Dunlop. February 8, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nom- 
inate John T. Dunlop, of Belmont, Mass., to be Secre- 
tary of Labor. He will succeed Peter J. Brennan who has 
resigned. Dr. Dunlop will continue as Coordinator of 
the President’s Labor-Management Committee and will 
serve as a member of the Economic Policy Board. 


Dr. Dunlop has taught economics at Harvard Univer- 
sity since 1938 and was dean of the faculty of arts and 
sciences from 1970 to 1973 and is currently a Lamont 
University Professor. He was Chairman of the Construc- 
tion Industry Stabilization Committee from 1971 to 1973 
and has served as a member of the National Commission 
on Productivity since 1970. 


For the last 25 years, Dr. Dunlop has served on nu- 
merous Presidential boards, panels, committees, and com- 
missions studying labor disputes, and has had a long 
association with the Labor Department dating back to 
1938. During World War II, he worked with the National 
War Labor Board and was a consultant to the Office of 
Economic Stabilization and the Office of War Mobiliza- 
tion and Reconversion. Since that time, he has served 
as a member or consultant to a number of State and 
Federal organizations on matters relating to labor relations 
and economics. 

Dr. Dunlop is the author and editor of a number of 
books and has made contributions to other books as well 
as professional journals. 

He was born in Placerville, Calif., on July 5, 1914. 
He is married to the former Dorothy Webb. They have 
three children and reside in Belmont, Mass. 


Annual Assay Commission 


Announcement of Appointment of 26 Members and 
3 Ex Officio Members. February 8, 1975 


The President today announced the appointment of 
26 persons to serve as members of the 1975 Annual Assay 
Commission and three persons who will serve on the 
Commission in an ex officio capacity. 

The Assay Commission meets each year on the second 
Wednesday in February at the United States Mint in 
Philadelphia. The members of the commission examine 
and test, in the presence of the Director of the Mint, the 
weight and quality of the coins provided them for this 
purpose by the several United States mints. 

The members appointed to the 1975 Annual Assay 
Commission are: 


Dr. Netson Pace Aspen, of West Chester, Pa., chief of orthopedic 
surgery, Paoli Memorial Hospital, Paoli, Pa. 

Freperick W. BertraM, of Forest Hills, N.Y., secretary and director, 
The Judaic Heritage Society; secretary and director, History 
in Metal, Inc., New York, N.Y. 

Gerpa H. Birrxno1z, of Forest Park, IIl., bookkeeper, Rialto Service 
Co., Chicago, IIl. 

Epwarp J. Brack, of Lakeland, Fla., retired; American Numis- 
matic Association District Representative in Florida. 

Freperico CravertA, of Santa Barbara, Calif., proprietor, La Tol- 
teca, Mexican food manufacturing firm, Santa Barbara, Calif. 

James H. CoueEn, of New Orleans, La., owner, Rare Coin and An- 
tique Shop, New Orleans, La. 

Epwarp K. Exper, of Albuquerque, N. Mex., senior partner, Elder 
Co., private surveying firm, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

Wriuram E. Evms, of Brunswick, Maine, retired; fire chief, Bruns- 
wick, Maine. 

Roy T. Enctert, of Springfield, Va., attorney, senior associate, 
Charls E. Walker Associates, Inc., Washington, D.C. 

J. Eric Encstrom, of Wichita, Kans., partner, law firm of Fleeson, 
Gooing, Coulson and Kitch, Wichita, Kans. 

Artuur M. Firrts III, of Colorado Springs, Colo., assistant direc- 
tor, acting curator, American Numismatic Association, Colo- 
rado Springs, Colo. 

Georce D. Hattie, of Grosse Point Park, Mich., member, law firm 
of Cross, Wrock, Miller and Vieson, Detroit, Mich. 

Gorvon B. Hunt, of Elsinore, Calif., Council of International Nu- 
mismatics historian, Elsinore, Calif. 

Wiitiam F. Kriec, of Yeadon, Pa., vice president, collector rela- 
tions, Franklin Mint, Franklin Center, Pa. 
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Wayne A. Lawrence, of Sidney, Ohio, advertising director, 
numismatic publications, Amos Press, Inc., Sidney, Ohio. 
Ciaupe B. LAyYFIELD, Jr., of Auburn, Ala., associate professor, 
department of industrial engineering, Auburn University, 

Auburn, Ala. 

Cuarzes F. Lone, of Charlottesville, Va., president, insurance bro- 
kerage firm, Charlottesville, Va. 

F. Morton REED, of Wooster, Ohio, syndicated columnist, Newspa- 
per Enterprises Association ; staff illustrator, Coin World News- 
paper, Wooster, Ohio. 

ANDREW Rez, of Leawood, Kans., president, Reiz-Morris Construc- 
tion Co., Inc., Kansas City, Mo. 

Rupr F. SaEnceR, of Bethesda, Md., head, scientific computing, 
Naval Air Systems Command, Washington, D.C. 

Mark P. Sawyer, of Chadds Ford, Pa., volunteer guide and mem- 
ber of the board of directors at Christian C. Sanderson Mu- 
seum, Chadds Ford, Pa. 

Davi J. SHaprro, of Highland Park, Ill., president, Rare Coin 
Company of America, Inc., Chicago, II. 

Fay C. Smirn, of Griffith, Ind., retired; reporter and editor, Steel 
Labor, Griffith, Ind. 

Dr. Cuartes R. STEARNS, of Stone Mountain, Ga., general dentist, 
private practice, Lilburn, Ga. 

Rosert E. STEE.E, of Tomah, Wis., president, Steele Drugs, Inc., 
Tomah, Wis. 

Apna G. WILDE, Jr., of Colorado Springs, Colo., director, City of 
Colorado Springs Pioneer’s Museum, Colorado Springs, Colo. 


The three ex officio members are: 


James E. Smirn, Comptroller of the Currency. 

ALFRED L. Luanco, United States Judge for the Eastern District 
of Pennsylvania. 

A.xan S. Ryan, Assayer, United States Assay Office. 


Director of the Office of 


Management and Budget 


Remarks of the President and James T. Lynn at the 
Swearing-In Ceremony for Mr. Lynn. 
February 10, 1975 


THE PRESIDENT. Jim and Mrs. Lynn, Mr. Justice Rehn- 
quist, the Lynn family, distinguished guests: 

It is a great privilege to be here on this occasion. I was 
looking over Jim’s long and very beneficial record, start- 
ing back in 1969 as first, General Counsel of the Depart- 
ment of Commerce and then Under Secretary and sub- 
sequently the head of the very, very important Depart- 
ment, Housing and Urban Development. And in each and 
every case Jim has done a superb job. 

I asked him to leave that responsibility and come over 
to OMB. And, of course, those of us who have worked 
in the years gone by with the Office of the Budget know 
that several years ago, the Office of the Budget was ex- 
panded and became OMB. We know that Roy Ash did a 
super job in that new responsibility, and that agency of our 
Government has a continuing responsibility of great 
magnitude. 

In moving from HUD over to OMB, we all recognize 
that Jim has got a big pair of shoes to fill. I might say I saw 


Jim Lynn out at Andrews Air Force [Base] last night, 
and I could not help but notice that Jim has a big pair of 
feet. [Laughter] So I think he will fill those big shoes very 
adequately. But the Office of OMB is one that works very 
closely with me and with all of the agencies and all of the 
departments. We have tried to put together—and I think 
we have in the White House, in the Administration—a 
good team, and I think the team will work together. And 
I can assure everybody that there is no place for any lone- 
some ends as far as this Administration is concerned. 

So Jim is a part of the team in charge of a very vitally 
important agency of the Federal Government. And so it 
is my privilege and honor, on this occasion, to participate 
in the swearing-in ceremony of an outstanding young man 
who has done extremely well in every responsibility that he 
has assumed in the Federal Government. And so, Jim, 
I wish you the best, and I know you have taken a pay cut 
but you will make up in energy the loss of compensation. 
[At this point, William H. Rehnquist, Associate Justice of the 
Supreme Court, administered the oath of office.] 

Director Lynn. Mr. President, Mr. Vice President, 
my friends in the executive branch: 

Even in the best of times the responsibilities of the Pres- 
ident are great. Today, with the problems simultaneously 
of recession, inflation, and growing dependency on foreign 
oil, these responsibilities are an even greater challenge. 
That challenge is being fully met. 

You have provided, Mr. President, the Congress and 
the American people with bold, decisive, and compre- 
hensive courses of action which can solve these problems. 
Let me simply say that I will devote whatever energies, 
whatever skills I have to help you, and in so doing to help 
our country. 

Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 8:45 a.m. in the Cabinet Room at 
the White House. 


Houston, Texas 


The President’s Remarks to the Houston Chamber of 
Commerce Conference on Energy and the 
Economy. February 10, 1975 


Mr. Walbridge, Senator Tower, Congressman Archer, 
other Members of the House of Representatives who are 
here, Mayor Hofheinz, Secretary of the Interior Rogers 
Morton, Mr. Alan Greenspan, the Chairman of the Eco- 
nomic Council, and Mr. Paul O’Neill, the Deputy Direc- 
tor of the Office of Management and Budget, ladies and 
gentlemen: 

Let me thank you from the bottom of my heart for 
the opportunity to come here to your great city of Houston 
to discuss the complex problems that are facing all of 
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us. And there is no doubt that energy and the problems 
of our economy are extraordinarily complex. 

This is the second trip in the last week from Washington 
to very important parts of our great country—Atlanta 
last week, Houston today, Topeka, Kansas, tomorrow. 

I am meeting with the Governors of a number of 
States in this area this evening, and I am meeting with 
members of the news media, publishers, editors, tomorrow 
morning before shoving off for Kansas. 

The message that I am going to bring you today is a 
very complicated one, but I think we have reached the 
metallic stage of the energy crisis. I emphasize the metallic 
stage. We have to look for the silver lining in the energy 
problem. We must consider it a golden opportunity to 
achieve self-sufficiency and then, I might add, we have 
to get the lead out. 

America must face the challenges of the 21st century 
today, to live and act ahead of our times. Rapidly changing 
circumstances at home and abroad demand—in fact, they 
insist that we do so. We must redefine our direction as a 
nation and our priorities as a people. It is imperative to 
embark on new courses, to set now precedents, to create 
new policies, and to chart America’s future with a new 
spirit of national determination and national urgency. 


Now is the time to make energy an urgent priority 
before it becomes our number one problem. It is already 
a significant contributor to the present number one prob- 
lem, which is inflationary recession. 

Less than 10 years ago, in the late 1960’s, the United 
States had sufficient surplus capacity to prevent any sharp 
increases in the world petroleum market. We were invul- 
nerable to foreign disruption of our critical energy needs. 
But the control of that market has moved from here in the 
Texas Gulf area in this country to the Persian Gulf and 
other oil-producing nations. 


During this same period or span of time, our energy 
consumption grew rapidly at the rate of 4 to 5 percent 
per year. Yet, despite the increasing demand U.S. petro- 
leum production peaked in 1970. And it has, unfortu- 
nately, declined ever since. 

The energy industry here at home did not have suffi- 
cient incentive to increase production. Our domestic 
energy supply has seriously deteriorated. Natural gas has 
been consumed faster than new reserves have been devel- 
oped. Coal production still equals only 1930 levels. 
Nuclear power has been beset by technical and environ- 
mental problems. Many electrical utilities are in very 
severe financial straits. 

Foreign oil has filled the gap. It now furnishes about 
38 percent of our domestic consumption at prices that 
have quadrupled in the past year. Thus, when foreign 
supply was cut off during the 1973 embargo, we had no 
excess domestic. production to fall back on. Our gross 
national product dropped substantially... Nearly 300,000 
people lost their jobs at the height of the embargo. The 


impact could have been far more severe if it had continued 
any longer. 

This presents us with the following problem: We must 
take immediate and resolute action so that we can in- 
sulate our economy against the disruption which a new 
embargo could create. The risks in terms of unemploy- 
ment and economic damage are simply far too great. 

There are those who promise more jobs if we would 
just import more foreign oil than I have proposed. They 
say, in effect, pay the higher prices to the oil producing 
countries and bring in more foreign energy than the Presi- 
dent plans, because that will create more jobs and lessen 
inflation. It is my sincere judgment that that is an empty 
promise. 

The facts, as I see them, are as follows: The longer we 
take to protect ourselves against embargoes, the more 
vulnerable our economy becomes to foreign decisions be- 
yond our control. Each year we have been increasing our 
dependence on foreign energy sources. Each year we lose 
more jobs because we are sending overseas the money we 
are paying for additional and higher-priced oil. That 
money, which has increased fourfold, is lost to investment 
in our domestic economy. So, we will not create more 
jobs in America by paying more money to the Arabs and 
other oil producing nations. 

Future embargoes would be substantially more dam- 
aging to our economy than the last one, because we are 
now even more dependent than a year ago. Those who 
propose no action now hope there will be no future em- 
bargoes. I must add, however, they offer no guarantees 
of security and, obviously, cannot do so. This is a little 
like saying that a man with a very large family needs no 
insurance. I assure you that the United States is a very 
large family, some 213 million Americans, and as Presi- 
dent, I do not wish to take that gamble, the risk, the 
danger—they are far, far too great. 

We cannot play games, as I see it, with our total econ- 
omy in the hopes of boasting about limited winnings 
that are not at all certain. This bet-a-million philosophy— 
that we can continue to import the entire million or a sig- 
nificant part of the million barrels that I propose to cut 
back—is a very high risk and, in my judgment, a reck- 
less gamble. 

The American people will not believe there is an energy 
crisis unless the President and the Congress offer some 
evidence of the seriousness of our intentions, and I can 
assure you without hesitation or qualification, I will con- 
tinue to demonstrate the total seriousness of my intentions. 

As I said in my State of the Union Message to the Con- 
gress on January 16, I believe in America’s capabilities. 
In the next 10 years I envision 200 major nuclear power 
plants, 250 new coal mines, 150 major coal-fired power 
plants, 30 major new oil refineries, 20 major new synthetic 
fuel plants, the insulation of 18 million American homes, 
the construction of millions of new automobiles, trucks, 
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and buses that will use much less fuel, and, finally, the 
drilling of many thousands of new oil and gas wells. 

With the money we spend in one month on imported 
oil, I am told that we could drill the equivalent of 18,000 
onshore wells or about 3,000 offshore wells. 

We are all in this together. Each of us has a contract 
with this country. Each of us must make good on the key 
clause in that agreement which deals with responsibility. 
As you well know, there is a price for everything, whether 
it be independence from tyranny or freedom from depend- 
ence. It is important that we have this freedom from de- 
pendence on others for the resources that we need. 

Idealism and realism do not contradict one another. 
The American people have always been idealists. It is now 
time to show ourselves and the world that we are also 
realists. 

In another time of crisis, during World War II, the oil 
and gas industry increased its production by 20 percent 
with an investment of nearly $5 billion. This industry 
expenditure was the equivalent of two and a half times 
the cost of the Manhattan Project that developed the 
atomic bomb. A far greater commitment is needed today 
and the Government cannot begin to do it alone. 

Instead of betting on what foreign sources may do, we 
should put our money on what Americans can do and 
what Americans will do. If we offer sufficient incentives, 
American enterprise here at home will solve our energy 
problems. 

Because of our present dependence, we are confronted 
with these two critical problems: First, the effect on our 
national political and military security; and, secondly, the 
severe strain increased petroleum prices have caused, not 
only to our economy but those of the world’s industrialized 
nations. 

As I have indicated, America is not in control of its 
energy destiny right now. Price leadership has shifted to 
the Arab nations and to other members of the Organiza- 
tion of Petroleum Exporting Countries. I am determined 
that American independence in energy be restored. We 
must never again be forced to pay the cartel-manipulated, 
inflated prices of foreign oil. 

However, we must pay a price now to insure a more 
reasonable price for our oil in the future. And that price 
is what it will cost us to produce American oil on Amer- 
ican soil—right here in the State of Texas, in Alaska, in 
the Outer Continental Shelf, and elsewhere within our 
territorial limits. 

Now, some people in Washington do not seem to rec- 
ognize the need for incentives in the marketplace, but we 
must, in my judgment, have sufficient incentives in the 
marketplace to increase production. Unless we create in- 
centives, we will be settling for dependence on other 
nations. 

Personally, I am very sensitive to the dramatic cost 
increases in domestic oil and gas exploration and develop- 


ment. The facts, as I understand them, are just about the 
following: 

In the last 12 to 18 months, the cost of drilling a well 
has gone up 100 percent or more. With those facts in 
mind, I think we have to understand the need for incen- 
tives. I have seen estimates that the petroleum industry 
might budget as much as $26 billion for capital spending 
in 1975 on expansion projects throughout the country to 
help boost our energy supply. However, many of the pro- 
posed projects may never see the light of day if the Con- 
gress fails to act on legislation that I have requested. 

I have proposed a very comprehensive energy program. 
It is not a program that is without cost or without sacri- 
fices, but it is a program that will keep costs and inequities 
as low as possible, still achieving our objective of energy 
independence. 

I suspect in this room many of you may not support 
all of what I have proposed, but as I must say again, I 
have seen no better program proposed. And let me illus- 
trate, if I might, my program and what the Congress has 
been working on so far since January 14, when they 
reconvened. 

Here is a copy of the bill put together by myself and 
my advisers, 167 pages of a comprehensive program to 
increase supply and to conserve in the utilization or impor- 
tation of foreign oil—167 pages, leaving out—because it 
is traditional in the Congress—the specific recommenda- 
tions of any tax changes. But the title of the bill, I think, 
is important: To increase domestic energy supplies and 
availability, to restrain energy demand, and to prepare 
for energy emergencies and for other purposes. 167 pages. 

Now I have in my hand here the bill the Congress has 
been working on since January 14—4 pages—and let me 
read the title of what Congressional action calls for: To 
suspend, for a 90-day period, the authority of the Presi- 
dent under Section 232 of the Trade Expansion Act. 

I ask you, in all sincerity which makes more sense— 
a program that is comprehensive, put together for the 
purpose of conservation and for increased production 
or a piece of legislation of 4 pages suspending the power 
of the President to do anything about the problem. 

It is so patently obvious to me that a program and a 
plan is needed, not a step backward. It is quite obvious, 
I should say, that in my judgment, my program is far 
superior to any system of allocations, of quotas, or ration- 
ing. And that is what we have heard from the Congress 
most of the time thus far—either allocations, quotas, or 
gasoline rationing. 

I don’t think allocation or rationing can be fair and 
equitable to the consumer. Neither one can stimulate 
energy independence. They cannot produce one barrel 
of oil, not one gallon of gasoline. Furthermore, such a 
program would be administratively burdensome, substi- 
tuting bureaucratic judgment for the interplay of the 
free marketplace. It would be costly, about $2 billion a 
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year according to some estimates I have seen, just to 
administer. 

In short, I think it would be a very serious mistake 
not to make maximum use of the marketplace to achieve 
our national goals. There is no doubt, in my judgment, 
it offers the best and the most equitable solution. The 
promised land of allocations and rationing would turn 
out to be a jungle, a jungle of redtape, bureaucratic 
judgment, inequities, and other problems. 

And speaking of rationing, let me just mention a fact 
or two: The proponents of rationing seek to create the 
impression that it would just be a 6-month or a 12-month 
rationing program of gasoline. If we are going to lick the 
energy problem in this country, it has to be a 5- or 10- 
year program. So, what our public would have to under- 
stand is that a gasoline rationing program would involve 
a 5- to 10-year gasoline rationing program and, yet, it 
would not stimulate production. 

Everybody, of course, when they talk about gasoline 
rationing, understandably believes that he or she will 
get all of the gasoline that they think they deserve, and 
everybody else will be called upon to make a sacrifice. 
Well, the facts are there will be, if we get into gasoline 
rationing—over my dead body—then we would have 140- 
some million licensed automobile drivers in the United 
States, and that we have 290-some million gallons of 
gasoline per day. What does that amount to, if you just 
divide it equitably? Not many people in this country, and 
very few in Texas can go very far in their daily chores 
or their work on what, about a gallon and three-quarters 
a day? 

Well, I just hope that the good people of Texas and 
the surrounding States in this part of our great country 
won’t succumb to what some say is an answer to the 
energy problem. Gasoline rationing is about the poorest 
answer that I can imagine. 

Thus far, as I have read and heard the debate, the 
energy debate in the Congress has focused mostly on oil. 
This, as you well know, oversimplifies the problem. Our 
energy difficulties involve much more than oil. One of our 
most important energy sources, and the most acceptable 
from an environmental point of view, is natural gas. 
Despite the pluses of natural gas, let us consider for a mo- 
ment the very sorry history of natural gas policy in the 
United States. 

Over the past 20 years, the Federal Power Commission 
has set the price at the wellhead for natural gas sold in 
interstate markets. Since supplies in the early days seemed 
ample, the emphasis by Federal regulators was placed on 
minimum prices to consumers. Natural gas prices were 
held to artificially low levels. Real prices for natural gas 
fell throughout the 1960’s; demand for natural gas dou- 
bled between 1957 and 1972. Not surprisingly, the rate 
of exploration and development on new gas fields dropped 
off. 


A further distortion of natural gas markets resulted 
when producers kept natural gas supplies inside their re- 
spective States where they were not subject to Federal 
regulation—under a restrictive statute—and where prices 
are set by supply and demand. This intrastate market has 
contributed to the completion of a greater number of gas 
wells. All of this, of course, leads to the conclusion there 
must be an incentive to find and develop new natural gas 
supplies. To do this, we must cease Federal regulation of 
prices on new gas for interstate use. 

Supplies to current consumers are being rapidly and 
very drastically reduced in relation to market demand. 
Major interstate pipeline companies, in the year ending 
March 1973, fell short of meeting contract requirements 
by some 925 billion cubic feet of gas. In the year ending 
March 1974, the short fall was estimated at one trillion, 
200 billion cubic feet. That is comparable to 200 million 
barrels of oil. The entire country is affected by these re- 
ductions in deliveries, now running at a rate of well over 
100 percent more than the 1973-1974 heating season 
curtailments. 

I am told by some of my short-sighted Members and 
friends of the Congress and others that there is no urgency 
in this matter. I wish that were true, but the facts are 
otherwise. The facts are that one of the Nation’s most 
pressing energy problems is a real and increasingly serious 
shortage of natural gas. Unless our natural gas policy is 
changed by Congressional action, we will be faced in a 
short time with hard choices on supplying either homes or 
industries across the Nation. 

And in this bill that I put together with the help and 
assistance of my White House and departmental aides, 
we have a proposal for the deregulation of natural gas. 
Right now, because of natural gas shortages, I have read 
horror stories of factory closings and lost jobs. This is true 
in a number of our east coast and northeastern United 
States States. I keep telling the Governors up there, why 
don’t they help us get some votes in the Congress and they 
won’t be faced with these kinds of problems. 

Well, it took the Congress 4 years—as Secretary Morton 
knows—to pass the Alaska Pipeline bill. On April 18, 
1973, almost 2 years ago, Congress was asked to deregu- 
late new natural gas. Only one House of the Congress, 
the Senate, even bothered to hold public hearings. I per- 
sonally have sent three special messages to the Congress 
pleading for this legislation. I regret that nothing has hap- 
pened affirmatively. 

Well, in sum, the Congress has done virtually nothing 
about natural gas policy for the past 2 years, much less 
come up with a plan to meet the expected shortages. This 
Nation cannot remove the insecurity of our dependence 
on foreign sources of oil while we consciously hold back 
assistance to producers right here at home, producers who 
help make us secure and independent. We simply must 
have capital investment if we are to discover new sources 
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of oil and new natural gas, and if we are to put people back 
to work solving our problems. We will not get help from 
anyone except ourselves. Quite frankly, the future of this 
country is in our hands. 

The United States will not bring about lower world oil 
prices without some evidence of seriousness of our inten- 
tions. The United States will not rally our allies to stand 
with us in solving the international problems unless we 
offer some evidence of the seriousness of our intentions. 
And I might say parenthetically here: Removing the 
power of the President to force Congress to act isn’t very 
good evidence of the seriousness of our intentions. 

One of the fundamental principles of democracy is that 
decision, direction, and deed do not come down from 
rules and regulations and bureaucratic paperwork, but up 
from the millions of its citizens. 

I ask and literally pray that you have courage and con- 
fidence and come with me to face the challenges of 
America’s third century. I call on you for a rebirth of that 
great American spirit. It is really a very noble call. It is 
the call, it is the challenge for solutions now to the prob- 
lems of the future. 

Thank you very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 3:04 p.m. in the Emerald Room at 
the Shamrock Hilton Hotel, Houston, Tex. 


Topeka, Kansas 


The President’s Remarks Upon Arrival at the State 
Capitol To Address the Legislature. February 11, 1975 


Governor Bennett, distinguished members of the State 
Legislature, all of you wonderful people from Kansas: 

I have had a wonderful ride in from the airport with 
one of the most outstanding citizens in our country today, 
a man who has given so much in good advice and good 
leadership, your former Governor, Alf Landon, and I 
want to thank him for coming and welcoming me. 

It has also been a great inspiration to come in with one 
of your outstanding statesmen, Jim Pearson, your United 
States Senator, who represents you so well in the Nation’s 
Capital. 

But the thing that has impressed me from the moment 
I landed in Kansas has been the warm reception from 
the airport to here, and this crowd is unbelievable. And 
I can’t thank you enough for being here and giving me 
this wonderful reception. 

And I am told that for the first time in Topeka history, 
that Topeka West, Topeka High, and Highland Park 
bands are all playing together. That kind of cooperation, 
that kind of unity is what we need in America today. 

You have a great State. I came here to Kansas to meet 
with the Legislature, to meet with a number of Governors, 


because we have to work together to make America a bet- 
ter and better place to live. 

We do have a few problems, but those problems are 
soluble, those problems can be met and challenged, and 
with this kind of tremendous enthusiasm, good will, and 
cooperation among all of us, we will make America the 
place that we want it to be: free, strong leadership 
throughout the world. 

I thank you very, very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 11:56 a.m. on the steps of the State 
Capitol, Topeka, Kans. 


Kansas State Legislature 


The President’s Remarks Before a Joint Session of the 
Legislature in Topeka. February 11, 1975 


Mr. Speaker, President of the Senate Rodgers, Governor 
Bennett, Senator Pearson, Judge Fatzer, distinguished 
members of the State Legislature: 

It is a very high honor and a very great personal priv- 
ilege to have the opportunity of joining you here this 
morning. 

And may I thank all of you as I thanked the many 
thousands out in front. It is great to be among people who 
are friendly, who look forward. It just is a great thrill, 
and I thank you and J thank them. 

Naturally, I am proud to be here in the great State of 
Kansas, where people seem to have a very special regard, 
not for the rights of citizenship, but the responsibilities 
as well. I understand that 68 percent of the Kansas elec- 
torate went to the polls in November, as against a national 
average of slightly under 40 percent. And so, let me take 
this occasion to salute the concerned citizens of your great 
State of Kansas. It is a great privilege and a very high 
honor for me to be in a State where voting isn’t considered 
a spectator sport. 

Ever since I was a youngster, I have had a very special 
feeling for Kansas, because Kansas is where Dorothy lived 
before she went to visit the wonderful land of Oz, where 
all kinds of strange, whimsical, and unexpected things 
happened. But I am beginning to think that if strange, 
whimsical, and unexpected things were what Dorothy 
was really interested in, she wouldn’t have gone to Oz. 
She would have gone to Washington, D.C. [Laughter] 

Thank you very much for the opportunity of saying a 
few words before this joint session of the Kansas State 
Legislature. I would like to thank my very good friend, 
Governor Bob Bennett, my former colleagues in the Con- 
gress, Senators Jim Pearson and Bob Dole, my other asso- 
ciates of former days in the House of Representatives, for 
urging me to attend this occasion. Their advice has helped 
me to open up a new phase of my effort to mobilize our 
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country to meet the economic and energy challenges that 
are on our doorstep. 

In less than an hour, I will be meeting and talking 
with a gathering of Midwestern Governors on these two 
very vital subjects. Later this afternoon, I will have the 
privilege of meeting with my friends of the press for a 
televised news conference. 

But this event, here in your beautiful and historic State 
Capitol, brings another vital factor into play. I refer, of 
course, to the legislative branches of our State govern- 
ments. 

There is no doubt about it. America faces very, very 
grave challenges today. And I have been very frank, you 
might even say somewhat blunt, in describing the serious- 
ness of our economic situation to our people throughout 
the country. I feel, as I am sure you do, that they deserve 
the unvarnished truth. And for far too long in America, 
they have been given some sugar-coated reassurances while 
pressing problems went untended. 

As many of you know, I have always believed in action 
rather than rhetoric. I have offered the Nation an action 
program to fight an inflationary recession, to tackle the 
energy crisis, to create jobs, and to foster economic sta- 
bility. I don’t pretend that my plan is perfect. But it is a 
plan. And so far, no one has come forth with a better 
idea. There have been critics; we expect that, those of us 
who have been in the political arena for a few years. There 
have been questions, and we expect those questions. But 
no one has put forth a comprehensive, workable alterna- 
tive. 

I think I can speak quite frankly to a group of legis- 
lators. Here is a copy of the various recommendations 
incorporated in one bill for the solution of our energy 
program, 167 pages. The title is: “To increase domestic 
energy supplies and availability and to restrain energy de- 
mand and to prepare for energy emergencies and for other 
purposes.” 

This piece of legislation is the result of many hours of 
hard work by people in the executive branch and many 
hours of hard work by myself, but it is a comprehensive 
plan to meet the problem of vulnerability to foreign sources 
of oil. 

This is before the Congress. I regret to say—and I say 
it with sadness—the Congress has been working on this 
piece of legislation, four pages, and the purpose, according 
to the title of this bill, is to suspend for 90 days the au- 
thority of the President to act. 

Now, it seems to me that the American people want 
something that is a plan for forward-moving action rather 
than a four-page bill to move backward. And I say, in the 
strongest voice that I can and with the deepest conviction 
that I have, the Congress ought to be working on this in- 
stead of wasting their time on this. We need action. We 
can’t tolerate moving backwards. 
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I said a moment ago, this may not be perfect, but it is 
a plan to save energy, to stimulate additional production 
for a wide variety of sources of energy, and I think the 
American people want something like this rather than a 
four-page bill that goes backwards, not forwards. 

So, what I am saying to you is: As we move ahead, I 
hope the Congress will abandon what they are doing and 
join with me in working together in a positive way to solve 
America’s problems. And I ask for your counsel, your sug- 
gestions, and, ultimately, your support. And the sooner 
we act, the better it will be for Kansas as well as the other 
49 States. 

Consider, for example, the impact that further delay in 
the energy field will have on farmers here in your great 
State as well as other agricultural States. Unless we start 
now to achieve energy independence, the American 
farmer will grow more and more dependent on the foreign 
oil cartel for the energy products that the farmer needs to 
sow and to reap his crops. His costs, his profits, and his 
productivity will be at the mercy of a foreign force or a 
combination of them. 

The farmer would be trapped between growing pres- 
sures for lower food prices in the marketplace and higher 
costs from his energy suppliers. Any way you look at it, 
this is a no-win proposition for the American farmer, and 
that is one of the reasons why I am so adamant about our 
need to act now on the energy front. We can’t let things 
slide away any further. We have waited far too long 
already. 

At the same time, though, I recognize that the farmer 
may well be concerned about the immediate impact the 
energy program that I suggest will have on his operations. 
In the short term, our conservation taxes on foreign oil 
will raise his energy costs. I can understand, as a conse- 
quence, his concern. And we intend to do something 
about it. 

In the State of the Union Message that I gave to the 
Congress on January 15 and in my subsequent television 
address to the Nation on the economy, I stressed that no 
industry, nor any geographical area would be allowed to 
suffer a disproportionate burden of the energy program. 
And this promise and pledge definitely applies to the 
American farmer. 

I renew that pledge today. As long as I am President, 
the American farmer will receive the fuel he needs to do 
the job for 213 million Americans and many others 
throughout the world. I will not let the American agricul- 
ture run out of gas. 

As a tax relief, the result of increasing the investment 
tax credit from 7 to 12 percent will be a savings of some 
$360 million for America’s farmers and ranchers. 

I have also instructed the Federal Energy Administra- 
tor, Frank Zarb, to design for the agricultural community 
a rebate program to compensate the American farmer for 
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increased energy costs caused by our conservation pro- 
gram. We will be announcing the details of this program 
within the next several weeks. But I wanted all of you in 
this great State to know now that this problem is at the 
very top of my list of concerns as well as yours. 

Let me give you another clear case where energy action 
is needed that can materially benefit the people of Kansas. 
As you know, the demand for nitrogen fertilizer has begun 
to outpace its supply. The reason is very simple. Under 
the current and outmoded regulatory system, natural gas 
suppliers have no incentive to increase or even maintain 
adequate production and distribution. Thus far this year, 
natural gas curtailments have already resulted in the loss 
of about 140,000 tons of nitrogen fertilizer. Estimates for 
total loss during the year range from 200,000 tons to 
400,000 tons. 

To give you an idea of how important this is, a loss of 
200,000 tons, if it were all concentrated in corn yield, 
would reduce the 1975 crop by about 160 million bushels, 
or about 214% percent of the total corn crop. 

I think we should head off this problem before it gets 
out of control. And the way to do it is to deregulate 
the price of new natural gas in America. But to do this, 
quite frankly, I will need your help. I will need the support 
of public opinion and, ultimately, the agreement of the 
Congress. 

I could give you word and verse of how hard we have 
tried to get the Congress to move in this area. But, un- 
fortunately, thus far, no action has materialized. It is a 
part of that legislative program that I submitted. It is a 
vital part. But if we are going to get the kind of nitrogen 
fertilizer that I mentioned a few moments ago, we better 
deregulate natural gas, and the sooner the better. 

Now I would like to announce an important action 
that I am taking in response to the request of many Gover- 
nors. Last week I met with a number of Governors in At- 
lanta, Georgia. Last night I met with another group of 
Governors in Houston, Texas. And I will have the privi- 
lege and the honor of meeting with some additional Gov- 
ernors here this afternoon. 

The ones that I have met with have pointed out to me 
that owing to the softness in the construction industry, 
they, as Governors, will be able to accelerate work on our 
highway system at lower cost than in the recent past. Ac- 
cordingly, I have ordered the release of up to $2 billion 
in additional Federal highway funds. 

The Governors have assured me that these funds are 
needed and can be put to immediate use in highway con- 
struction projects that can be underway by June 30, 1975. 
This action will help an industry that has been one of the 
hardest hit during our current economic turn-down. In 
reaching this decision, I considered that authority is al- 
ready available in the Highway Trust Fund. 

Now, I have urged State Governments to focus these 
additional funds, first, on projects that will produce mean- 
ingful jobs; second, on improvements that will enhance 
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highway safety; and third, on projects that will complete 
key links in our interstate system. 

Priority—and I add this as a very important part of 
the recommendation—will also be given to urban mass 
transportation projects which State and local officials 
agree should be substituted for less critical highway proj- 
ects. 

Now, solving our problems as I look down the road 
will not be easy. But I would remind you of something 
that a man from Abilene, Kansas, one of the greatest men 
that Kansas ever produced, once said, and I quote: Free 
men do not lose their patience, their courage, their faith, 
because obstacles are mountainous, the path uncharted. 
Given understanding, they invariably rise to the challenge, 
end quote. 

Dwight Eisenhower knew this was true, and he proved 
it as a gallant commander during World War II and as 
President of the United States. 

And he had something else to say about American 
history and the American character that I believe bears 
repeating today, when we are hearing so much from 
prophets of doom and gloom. And here is what Ike had to 
say in this regard. “It has been the tough-minded opti- 
mist,” Ike said, “whom history has proved right in 
America.” 

This was true in Ike’s time and it is true in ours as well. 

I am a tough-minded optimist. And may I reciprocate 
by saying, as I look at this chamber, I know that each and 
every one of you, as well as you collectively, are tough- 
minded optimists as well. 

I believe in America, as you do. I believe in America’s 
future, as you do. I am confident that you, joined with me 
in this great challenge that we face both at home and 
abroad—we are optimists, we are strong, we have a faith, 
we are dedicated. And I simply conclude by saying we 
can do the job together, and I am honored and pleased 
to have had an opportunity of being with you here on this 
fine occasion. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 12:09 p.m. in the House Chamber 
at the State Capitol, Topeka, Kans. 


THE PRESIDENT’S 
NEWS CONFERENCE OF 
FEBRUARY 11, 1975 


Held at Topeka, Kansas 


Tue Present. Won’t you please sit down. And before 
responding to the first question, I do wish to thank Gov- 
ernor Bennett and the other Governors who were here 
with me in Topeka. I wish to thank the people of the 
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State of Kansas and, particularly, the people in the 
Topeka area for the very wonderful and very warm 
reception. It has been a very good day. 

Mr. Morgan [Ray Morgan, Kansas City Star]. 


Peace EFForRTS IN THE Mipp_Le East 


Q. Mr. President, your energy and economic concerns 
will go down the drain for naught if we have war in the 
Middle East. Could you please give us your latest infor- 
mation on Dr. Kissinger’s negotiations in the Middle East 
and whether or not you think there is the possibility of 
a quick settlement in the wake of those negotiations? 

Tue Preswent. Mr. Morgan, the Secretary of State 
left Sunday night for a most important mission in the 
Middle East. He will be gone approximately 10 days, 
visiting a number of Arab as well as Israeli—and he will 
be more or less on an exploratory mission. We believe 
that the possibility exists for a step-by-step progress in 
the Middle East, but no one can be certain in that very 
volatile and very difficult area. 


The Secretary of State will come back, hopefully, with 
some encouraging news, and then, if the news is encour- 
aging, he will probably go back shortly thereafter for 
what we would hope would be a settlement on a step-by- 
step basis. 

It is my judgment that, unless progress is made, there 
is a very serious prospect of another war in the Middle 
East which, if it did occur, of course, raises the possibility 
of another oil embargo. I would hope that by the Secre- 
tary of State’s efforts that we can make this progress, 
avoiding another conflict and avoiding the prospects of 
another oil embargo. 

The Secretary of State has my full backing. I think we 
are fortunate to have a person with that knowledge, that 
dedication, and that record of success. So, I am an opti- 
mist. But it is a difficult assignment, and I think he 
deserves the full support of the American people and the 
Congress because it is in our benefit and the world as a 
whole. 

THE PrResmeNT’s ENERGY PROGRAM 


Q. Mr. President, a number of Republicans as well 
as Democrats—Arthur Burns, for one—have raised serious 
questions about your energy program. I wonder if you, 
at any point, ever have any second thoughts yourself about 
it. 

THE PreswentT. Mr. Cormier [Frank Cormier, Asso- 
ciated Press], I don’t have any second thoughts about it. 
I concede that in putting this program together—and 
here is a copy of the bill, 167 pages—that I had to make 
some very difficult decisions. All of the decisions were not 
easy; there were some gray areas. But at least it is a 
program. And it is my strong feeling that if there is a 
better program, Congress should come up with it. So far, 
they have come up with no program. 


So as long as I have something that is affirmative, that 
I think meets the problem’ head on, I have no regrets 
about proposing it to the Congress and to the American 
people. I welcome any suggestions that are constructive. 
I welcome an alternative program or plan, if one can be 
put together by the Congress. But I will not tolerate de- 
lay; I will not tolerate inaction. It is my judgment that 
the crisis is far too serious, that the need is very obvious 
and, therefore, I intend to continue trying to give some 
leadership for a solution to our vulnerability to foreign oil 
cartels, 


HicHway CONSTRUCTION AND Fuet CONSERVATION 


Q. Mr. President, without diminishing your attempt to 
do that, is there an inconsistency, do you think, in your 
proposal to conserve energy by increasing, in effect, its 
price, presumably for gasoline as well and, at the same 
time, releasing $2 billion in highway funds today to build 
more highways so we can drive more? 

THE PresweNnT. I think that is a good question, but I 
think there is a good answer. The reason I released $2 bil- 
lion to the States for the construction of additional high- 
ways was because over the last 10 days or 2 weeks I have 
met with a number of Governors, Democratic and Repub- 
lican, and all of them, more or less, assured me of the 
following : 

Number one, that in most cases they had State funds 
that could be used right away, and they—or most of 
them—have promised me that if I did release this $2 
billion for highway construction, that they could get bids 
and have the contracted work underway within a few 
months. 

We all know that the highway construction industry 
is depressed. We know that unemployment in the high- 
way construction industry is very high. We know that 
better highways save lives. We know that highway con- 
struction jobs are meaningful employment. We think 
that this program, when it gets underway, will provide 
roughly, both direct and indirect, about 140,000 or more 
jobs. We think that the promotion of safety, employment, 
the utilization of State matching funds, and the opportu- 
nity to get action justifies what I have done. 

And it seems to me that there is no inconsistency in do- 
ing this at the same time we are trying to conserve fuel, 
because better highways save fuel. And furthermore, it 
could have a favorable impact in giving to States as well 
as to local communities the right to use some of the money, 
some of the money for mass transit, which is an energy 
saver, a fuel saver. 


ANTI-RECESSION MEASURES 


Q. Mr. President, your Press Secretary says that you 
are considering new emergency measures if the recession 
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worsens. What are these new measures, and what would 
trigger the new initiatives—what developments? Specifi- 
cally, how high would unemployment have to go? 

Tue PresmeENT. Congratulations on your new success 
in joining the Gridiron Club.’ [Laughter] 

Miss Tuomas. Answer the question. [Laughter] 

THE PRESIDENT. You made it unanimously, too. 

Well, to answer your question, the action that I took 
today, I think, is constructive. It is an effort at the request 
of a number of Governors to move in an area where they 
think some beneficial results will accrue. It is a response to 
a particular situation. 

I think it is important to maintain basically my deep 
concern about an acceleration of Federal expenditures at 
the present time, but at the same time being cognizant of 
unique circumstances, which I think this was. And if and 
when other such circumstances arise, I will be willing to 
take a look at them and make an honest judgment as to 
whether they are helpful or harmful. 


UNEMPLOYMENT RATE 


Q. Well, Mr. President, may I ask you: Mr. Meany 
says that unemployment could go as high as 10 percent. 
Is that true, and, if not, what assurances can you give that 
it will not? 

THE Present. Well, I watched my good friend, 
George Meany, on Sunday when he pulled that figure out 
of the air. I think Mr. Meany, I might say parenthetically, 
will approve of my release of $2 billion in highway con- 
struction funds, because he has repeatedly said that these 
people have a high unemployment rate, these people are 
skilled craftsmen, and such a program would help get 
some of them back to work. 


But we don’t foresee a figure as high as that forecast by 
Mr. Meany. As a matter of fact, we are convinced with 
the tax reductions that we have proposed—and that I 
think the Congress will approve—we believe with the 
other actions that we are taking, unemployment, the rate 
of unemployment will gradually go down at the end of 
1975 and be improved in 1976. 


CHANGES IN ENERGY PROPOSALS 


Q. Mr. President, in view of your answer to Mr. Cor- 
mier, in your talks at Houston and here today, did you 
hear any convincing arguments that might make you 
modity your energy proposals, and if so, which and how? 

THE PresweNnT. There was one question raised by 
individuals both in and out of government, both in Hous- 
ton as well as in Topeka, about one provision, and that 
is whether or not, as a part of the windfall profits tax, 
there ought to be a provision for a plowback, which means 


*The President was referring to the fact that the questioner, 
Helen Thomas of United Press International, had recently been 
elected the first woman member of the Gridiron Club. 


that if a company derives revenue from their oil and gas 
developments, could they plow those revenues back into 
further exploration and development and thereby avoid 
a tax on those revenues or those profits. 


This was a very close call at the time I made the deci- 
sion when we put this program together. The Congress is 
in the process—or I hope it will soon be in the process—of 
taking up my energy program. There ought to be ample 
opportunity for the proponents and the opponents to state 
their views and convince the Congress one way or another. 

I can understand some justification for the plowback 
provision. I don’t think it is a serious change in my pro- 
posal, but I will point out to the Congress that if they 
incorporate the plowback provision, it will probably mean 
a loss of about $3 to $4 billion annually in tax revenues to 
the Federal Government, and, if so, there will be less 
money to return to energy users than the figure that I have 
recommended. 


But there is on the other hand a good argument that a 
plowback provision might stimulate more production, so 
it is a very close call. And although I favor what I have 
recommended, I can understand the reasons for the plow- 
back provision. 


VoLUNTARY ENERGY CONSERVATION 


Q. Mr. President, voluntary conservation still seems to 
be a weak hope in the program and to some of us more 
skeptical. Does it still rate a high priority with the Admin- 
istration, and if it does, do you see the need for any more 
restrictive plan? 

Tue Presment. I think you have to have voluntary 
cooperation from 213 million Americans. I think their 
affirmative participation is very vital. On the other hand, 
it seems to me that we need stronger action, and that is 
why I have recommended to the Congress this compre- 
hensive program and this, I think, very fair and equitable 
effort to get some action. 

This program has four basic foundations: number one, 
conservation by the price mechanism; number two, added 
supply by stimulating exploration and development; num- 
ber three, equity in the return of tax money to people, to 
business, to States; and, number four, security. This pro- 
gram gets America going in making us invulnerable 
against foreign oil cartels, and, yet, we do need voluntary 
cooperation at the same time. 


MEETING WITH JOHN CONNALLY 


Q. Mr. President, you have tried to set in writing stand- 
ards of ethics for members of your Administration. I want 
to ask you about your meeting last night in Houston with 
former Texas Governor John Connally, who, as you know, 
is under indictment. On second thought, do you think 
there might be anything improper for the Nation’s chief 
legal officer to meet with a man who is under indictment? 
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We know that you did not discuss that indictment with 
him; we were assured of that by your Press Secretary. 

THE Present. Let me say, very categorically, I have 
known former Governor Connally for a great many years. 
He was appointed Secretary of the Navy by former Presi- 
dent Kennedy. He was elected Governor of Texas on 
three occasions and served 6 years. He was Secretary of 
the Treasury under Mr. Nixon. He is a very knowledge- 
able public servant. It seems to me that with a man of that 
vast governmental experience, at the State as well as at the 
Federal level, the things that I discussed with him could 
be very helpful to me. 

I see no conflict whatsoever. Mr. Connally has been in- 
dicted, he will get a fair trial, and I shouldn’t comment 
on the outcome. But until he has been convicted, I think 
it is very appropriate for me to meet with him to discuss 
matters involving the Federal Government, both domestic 
and foreign policy. 

Q. Sir, may I follow that up? Would you have any ob- 
jection if members of your Justice Department were to 
meet privately with persons who were under indictment 
in cases that were being prosecuted by the Justice Depart- 
ment? 

Tue Preswent. I don’t think that people in the De- 
partment of Justice who have the responsibility of actually 
carrying out their responsibilities as prosecutors—I think 
there is quite a difference. They make the judgments as 
to prosecution; my position is not exactly that. And my 
reason for meeting with former Governor Connally, 
former Secretary of the Treasury, was to discuss non—or 
no matters involving his present legal difficulties. 


ASSISTANCE To FARMERS 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to turn to the timing 
of your farming programs for just a moment. The farmers 
here in Kansas say they are suffering now from increased 
operations costs and also from a depressed market that 
they blame on export controls. Some Western Kansans 
are even considering abandoning their crops that are in the 
ground now. So, if your plan doesn’t take effect until 
the first of the fiscal year, do you have some emergency 
alternatives to help Kansas farmers? 

THE PRESIDENT. Well, I think the thing that might be 
helpful is the decision that has been made to, in effect, 
eliminate any monitoring of foreign sales of American 
agricultural commodities. 

I did impose a monitoring system, not export controls, 
on the sale of American agricultural commodities about 
4 months ago, when there were these several unexpected 
very sizable sales to the Soviet Union. But we have found 
that our agricultural reserves are fully adequate. We have 
found that the crop forecasts, particularly in winter wheat, 
are very encouraging. And therefore, I have, in effect, 
removed the monitoring system. 

It seems to me that the American farmers are the kind 
of good Americans that will produce, because I happen 


to think they will not only have a good market, which they 
have today, but they also are good Americans in that 
they know what they produce will help us in our balance 
of payments and our humanitarian efforts on a worldwide 
basis. 

Q. If I could follow up on that just a second. There is 
still going to be a time lag, though, on the increased 
operation cost. Is there something you are going to do to 
help them out on that? 

THe Present. Yes. We discussed that with several 
of the Governors both in Houston as well as here today, 
and Mr. Frank Zarb, the head of the Federal Energy 
Administration, has promised that there will be some 
beneficial relief given to American agriculture under my 


energy proposals. 


SPENDING FOR DEFENSE AND DoMESTIC PROGRAMS 


Q. Mr. President, I am Dennis Farney with the Wall 
Street Journal. You have been talking in terms of wanting 
to compromise with the Democratic Congress, and yet 
your major proposals have been quite provocative. You 
want to increase Pentagon spending and cut back on 
spending for some popular domestic programs, which is 
about the opposite of what the Democrats want to do. 
Aren’t you really picking a fight with Congress and pre- 
paring the way for a possible campaign against Congress 
in 1976? 

Tue Present. I can’t believe that the majority of 
Democrats in the House and Senate are going to weaken 
our national defense program by gutting the requested 
appropriations for the Army, Navy, Air Force, and 
Marines. 

The Democrats that I know in the Congress are just 
as dedicated to a strong national security program as I 
am, so I don’t think this Democratic Congress will under- 
cut our national security efforts. They will make some 
changes, but I don’t think—I certainly hope they won’t 
gut the Defense Department. 

Now, I have made some recommendations to cap, not 
to cut back, programs aimed at helping people. As a mat- 
ter of fact, in the budget that I submitted, the Defense 
Department gets only 27 percent. The domestic programs 
that you mention get about 44 or 45 percent of the total 
expenditures out of the Federal Government. 

So, I think we have come to a pretty good balance. And 
I think the Democrats, when they look at the budget for 
fiscal 1976, will realize that there is a good balance. And I 
think they will go along to a far greater degree than what 
might appear to be the case at the present time. 


MEETINGS WrrH GOVERNORS ON ENERGY PROPOSALS 


Q. Mr. President, just how much headway do you con- 
sider you have made for your energy proposals with the 
Governors in the three regional meetings you have had 
with them so far? 
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Tue Preswent. Well, there is some good news and 
some bad news. I think we have made more headway 
than if I had stayed in Washington and written them let- 
ters. I think they now understand the program, which was 
a major reason for my meeting with them individually in 
3- and 4-hour sessions. I think they have a better under- 
standing of the program, and there is more support now 
than there was before. 

I don’t hear many Governors calling for gas rationing, 
which shows very good sense. I don’t hear many Gover- 
nors calling for arbitrary allocation, because they realize, 
as I do, that arbitrary allocation or quotas—they would 
be the most harmful method of achieving conservation 
and would have a terribly depressing impact on our 
economy. 


So, they understand the program. Therefore, I think 
they are more supportive, although some of them have 
some reservations about a part here and a part there. 


I must say that I did not hear a single Governor, in all 
the ones I met with, who endorsed what the Congress is 
trying to force on me. The Governors understand you 
have to make progress, and they know that this bill that 
the Congress is working on is a bill that is a backward step. 
So, even though they may have some reservations about 
a part here and a part there in my program, I think they 
are more for this than they are for what the Congress is 
allegedly working on. 


SouTH VIETNAMESE PRESIDENT THIEU 


Q. Mr. President, I understand that your advance 
planning schedule shows a tentative visit by President 
Thieu to this country in late April. Can you tell us if you 
are seriously considering such an invitation and why? 

Tue Presment. Well, Mr. Beckman [Aldo Beckman, 
Chicago Tribune], I am not familiar with any invitation. 
I am not familiar with any prospective visit. 

Q. Would you consider inviting Mr. Thieu to this 
country? 

THE PrEswENT. I really had not thought of it, and I 
know of no prospective visit. 


Tue REPUBLICAN PARTY 


Q. Since Kansas is traditionally Republican, would you 
please assess the health of the Republican Party? 

THE PRrEswENT. Would you repeat that, please? 

Q. Since Kansas is traditionally Republican, I am sure 
that many of our citizens would like you to assess the 
health of the party, sir. 

THE Preswent. Well, I, as a Republican President, 
can’t help but be impressed by the success here in Kansas. 
You have got a fine Governor. You have got the legisla- 
ture in the control of the Republican Party here. You have 
got low unemployment in Kansas. You have got good 
economic conditions. I think this is a good achievement 


record for the Republican Party in Kansas as well as a 
whole, so I just hope we can spread this good progress 
through 49 other States. 


ForMER PRESIDENT NIxon 


Q. Mr. President, there has been a lot of speculation 
recently about former President Nixon’s future. You 
talked with your predecessor by phone last weekend. Can 
you tell us if Mr. Nixon is considering a return to the 
national scene? Would you welcome that? And would 
you perhaps consider appointing Mr. Nixon to an influ- 
ential diplomatic post such as Ambassador to China? 

THE Presipent. Mr. Nixon called me last Saturday. 
The content of that conversation, since he initiated it, I 
think should come from Mr. Nixon himself. 

Mr. Nixon is recovering from a very, very serious 
illness. I see no prospects for any appointment because of 
his health. And any other comments concerning the con- 
versation, I think, should come from him. 


Aw To SouTH VIETNAM 


Q. Mr. President, are you and Dr. Kissinger still in- 
sisting on increased aid to Vietnam, South Vietnam, and 
if so, why? 

Tue Preswent. Well, the United States made a very 
significant contribution in Southeast Asia. Unfortunately 
and tragically, we lost some 55,000 American lives, spent 
literally billions. 

The South Vietnamese are now trying to carry on on 
their own. We have no U.S. military forces there. We 
are living up to the Paris accords. The last Congress au- 
thorized $300 million more in military assistance for South 
Vietnam on the basis that that would give them sufficient 
military assistance so that they could fight aggression by 
North Vietnam. 

I am convinced that that $300 million would give to the 
South Vietnamese an opportunity to defend themselves 
against aggression. I strongly believe that it is a proper 
recommendation to the Congress. I hope that the Congress 
will respond. 

Q. But would you accept some sort of compromise 
proposal from those Members of Congress who don’t 
think the way you do? 

Tue Preswent. Well, I think $300 million in further 
military assistance is the right answer to give the South 
Vietnamese the necessary military hardware to defend 
themselves. Anything less than that makes their defense 
of their country less effective, and I think they ought to 
be given enough to defend themselves. And $300 million, 
according to my advisers, is the minimum for that purpose. 


Views ON PRESENT TRUMAN 


Q. Mr. President, Peter Kumpa of the Baltimore Sun. 
President Truman is one of your heroes, and you share 
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some things in common with him—a Midwestern back- 
ground, succession from the Vice Presidency, and a so- 
called do-nothing Congress. But Mr. Truman was a 
Democrat and a champion of the little guy. He was a 
spender for social causes. Now, you are not a spender. 
You are a Republican and a champion of free enterprise. 
Where did your admiration for Mr. Truman begin? How 
do you feel you are like him, and how do you feel you 
are different? 

THE PresweENT. Well, I never alleged that I was like 
him; I simply have a great admiration for him. I admire 
him because he was forthright. He believed in certain 
things, whether I did or not, and he was willing to go out 
and fight for them. I think that is a very admirable trait. 

Mr. Truman deeply believed in maintaining a strong 
U.S., both militarily and economically. I share that view. 
I believe that we insure the peace by being strong, and 
Mr, Truman, by his various actions, felt the same way. 
And Mr. Truman wanted a strong domestic economy. I 
admired that. I believe in it. For those traits and those 
basic views, whether we agreed on every detail, I admire 
him tremendously. 


Q. As I recall, Grand Rapids was one of the very first 
stops on Mr. Truman’s whistlestop campaign in 1948. 
He was there on a Monday morning in the rain, and 
25,000 people showed up. Were you there to see him that 
time when you were running for Congress, and is that the 
kind of road you would like to emulate in 1976? 


THE PresweEnt. Well, I am not sure I was there. That 
was my first campaign, and I was probably out talking 
to some of my good agricultural constituents or making 
speeches elsewhere. But I was glad that he came to Grand 
Rapids. I got a taste of the kind of campaign that he 
initiated, carried out, and was successful. 


I think you have to be aggressive. I think you have to 
be forthright. I think you have to be candid. And Mr. 
Truman was all of those put together. It was a successful 
campaign. It might be necessary to do it in 1976. 


GovERNORS’ VIEWS ON ECONOMIC AND ENERGY 
PROPOSALS 


Q. Mr. President, what was the main thrust of objec- 
tions by Governors, particularly Democratic Governors, 
not only to your energy policies but to your economic 
policies? 

THE PresweENT. There was very little objection to my 
proposal for a tax reduction. I can’t say they agreed with 
every detail, but they agreed that a tax reduction was 
necessary as a stimulant. 


They did raise some objection about some of the cap- 
ping that we recommended for Federal Government pay, 
for some of the retirement programs where there is an 
escalation, as you, I am sure, know. We didn’t cut back 
those programs. We said they should be limited to a 5- 


percent increase. I suspect that they felt that there should 
have been an increase permitted to the maximum. 

On the other hand, they were generally fearful of the 
additional $17 billion deficit over the $52 billion, because 
they know that a deficit of $69 billion will have a very ad- 
verse impact on their financing efforts. So, I would say 
they had mixed emotions about the economic plan, but 
basically they supported it. 

On the energy program, there was no major criticism. 
We simply tried to explain it. There were some sugges- 
tions, but I repeat what I said a moment ago: I think they 
respected this program, which is an answer; whether they 
liked every part of it, they preferred this program to a 
four-page step backward. 


UNEMPLOYMENT FIGURES 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to follow up on Helen’s 
earlier question. Your Press Secretary said last week that 
Mr. Greenspan and, I presume, you as well are sticking 
to the prediction that unemployment will peak at 8.5 
percent and that that figure of 8.5 percent will probably 
be reached about midsummer. In view of the new unem- 
ployment figures which came out last week, I am wonder- 
ing whether you think those figures might be a little un- 
realistic now? 

Tue Presipent. My own personal feeling is that there 
may be some increases. But I think the hump will have 
been reached sooner than some of the experts are fore- 
casting, and that the trend will start in the other direc- 
tion particularly if the Congress moves in getting the tax 
reductions that I recommended January 15 enacted into 
law, and providing they do some of the other things that 
are necessary to stimulate the economy. 

I don’t want to get in a numbers game about what the 
unemployment figure might be at a certain date. I am 
more interested in trying to get Congress to act on the pro- 
grams that will get us moving forward, both in energy as 
well as the economy. 


STIMULANTS TO O1L AND Gas PRODUCTION 


Q. Mr. President, Kansas has about 20,000 low-pro- 
ducing oil and gas wells. Do you have any incentives in 
your program to stimulate low producers, and, if not, why 
not? 


Tue Preswent. Well, in the overall energy program 
that I have recommended, we call for the decontrol of all 
domestic oil and gas production. We think permitting all 
domestic oil and gas production to go up in price with a 
windfall profits tax or a plowback provision will provide 
an incentive to some of the older domestic oil wells in the 
State of Kansas as well as elsewhere. Particularly, the 
plowback provision will stimulate additional production 
in these wells as well as further exploration and 
development. 
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I think there is more hope—let me put it this way, if 
I might. If the Congress is so unwise to impose manda- 
torily gas rationing or quotas or allocations, there is no 
incentive, none whatsoever for greater domestic produc- 
tion, including greater domestic production in Kansas 
out of the 20 or 30 or 40,000 oil wells in Kansas. 

So, my program does recommend an incentive, a stimu- 
lant to greater production. What I hear some people are 
advocating, there is no chance of any stimulation to 
greater production. 


Tue Ricut To PETITION THE GOVERNMENT 


Q. Mr. President, Leonard Woodcock of the UAW 
[United Auto Workers] is talking about organizing 250,- 
000 unemployed labor members to come to Washington 
to march on the Capital this spring or summer to demand 
action by the Government. How would you view such 
marches—which you hear increasingly talked about in 
labor circles? Would you consider them a serious threat to 
the domestic tranquillity? 

Tue Preswent. I certainly respect the right of any 
individual or any group to come to the Congress and to 
the President and petition where they have a grievance 
that they feel ought to be so presented to the executive or 
legislative branches of the Federal Government. 

I hope that we can show there will be an improvement 
in the economy so that a march or such marchers in the 
summer will not be necessary. But I would be the last per- 
son to say that an individual or a group doesn’t have the 
right to so take such action. 

Now, I think it is just a great deal better from the point 
of view of domestic tranquillity for all of us to concentrate 
on achieving an answer on our domestic problems, action 
by. the Congress, administrative decisions by me. This, 
I think, is more productive than something that could 
upset some of the people in Washington and elsewhere. 

Reporter. Thank you, Mr. President. 

NOTE: President Ford’s eighth news conference was held at 7:03 


p.m. on Tuesday, February 11, 1975, in the ballroom at the Ramada 
Inn, Topeka, Kans. 


United States Ambassador to the 
Republic of South Africa 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
William G. Bowdler. February 12, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate William G. Bowdler, of Inverness, Fla., to be Am- 
bassador to the Republic of South Africa. He will succeed 
John G. Hurd who is resigning. 


Since 1973, Mr. Bowdler has served as Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of State for Inter-American Affairs. From 1971 
to 1973, he was Ambassador to Guatemala after serving 
as Ambassador to El Salvador from 1968 to 1971. He was 
Executive Liaison Officer for Latin American Affairs at 
the White House from 1964 to 1968. During 1963 and 
1964, he was Deputy Coordinator of Cuban Affairs. From 
1961 to 1963, he was International Relations Officer of 
the Bureau of Inter-American Affairs. In 1956, he became 
Political and Consular Officer in Havana, serving until 
1961. In July of 1956, he became Officer in Charge, 
Antarctica and International Geophysical Year Affairs for 
the Bureau of Inter-American Affairs. During October of 
1956, he was Secretary of the Inter-American Committee 
of Presidential Representatives to the Organization of 
American States. 

From 1952 to 1956, he was International Relations 
Officer for the Bureau of Inter-American Affairs for the 
Office of Regional Political Affairs. In 1951, he was an 
International Administration Officer, serving until 1952. 
He became a research assistant for the Division of Inter- 
national Administration in the Department of State from 
1950 to 1951. 

He was born March 27, 1924, in Buenos Aires, Argen- 
tina, of British subjects. He was naturalized in 1945. He 
received his B.A. in history from the University of Rich- 
mond in 1948. He received an M.A. degree in 1949 from 
the Fletcher School of Law and Diplomacy. He served 
with the United States Army overseas from 1944-46. 

Mr. Bowdler is married to the former Margaret C. 
Clark, and they have three children. 


Lincoln’s Birthday, 1975 


The President’s Remarks at a Wreath-Laying Ceremony 
at the Lincoln Memorial. February 12, 1975 


Mr. Chairman, Mr. Ambassador, Mayor Washington, 
Senator Beall, Mr. Hunt, ladies and gentlemen: 

When Abraham Lincoln was President, the half-fin- 
ished Washington Monument down the Mall stood as a 
silent testimony that the Nation itself was still unfinished, 
that it was young and that it was struggling. Today, I 
find a new inspiration in laying this wreath to the memory 
of Lincoln on his 165th anniversary of his birthday. 

President Lincoln envisioned a program to achieve, 
in his words, a just and lasting peace among ourselves 
and among all nations. He saw the need for action to 
face an unprecedented challenge. Addressing himself to 
a nation then divided, he proclaimed that the dogmas 
of a quiet past are inadequate in the stormy present. None 
of our problems today are as severe as those facing 
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Lincoln—human slavery and civil war between the 
States—but we are confronted with the need to achieve 
economic emancipation. 


As President, I believe it would be fitting to memorial- 
ize Abraham Lincoln by rededicating this Administration 
to reviving the moral and spiritual strengths which he 
bequeathed to the United States. 


In his first annual message to the Congress on Decem- 
ber 3, 1861, Lincoln stressed that responsibility must 
center somewhere. Advocating action on a united program 
for a troubled America, Lincoln told the Congress 
exactly that. And these are his precise words: In a storm 
at sea no one on board can wish the ship to sink, and 
yet not infrequently, all go down together because too 
many will direct and no single mind will be allowed to 
control. So spoke Abraham Lincoln. 


Lincoln had the courage to openly assert that he 
would conduct the affairs of his Administration so that, 
as he put it: If at the end, when I come to lay down the 
reins of power, I have lost every other friend on earth, I 
shall have at least one friend left, and that friend shall 
be deep down inside me. 


The finest testimonial I can conceive for Abraham 
Lincoln is for the Congress and for the President to unite 
at once on an effective program for national recovery 
and economic independence. I concur with the vision 
which Lincoln puts this way: We of the Congress and 
this Administration will be remembered in spite of our- 
selves. 

Ladies and gentlemen, in serving America we shall 
nobly save or weakly abandon what Lincoln said, so 
aptly described as the last great hope on earth. The way, 
as it was in his day, is plain, peaceful, generous, just, a 
way which, if followed, the world will forever applaud 
and God must forever bless. 

Despite all the tribute that we can pay him, Lincoln 
himself honors his own memory the very best, because he 
left all of us a message about humility and humanity that 
continues to inspire and to help us grow as a people. 


I believe the reason each generation of Americans find 
inspiration from Lincoln’s life is because he seems, above 
all, to have been so human himself. He was humble. His 
compassion for others came from an understanding of 
himself. He laughed. He laughed at himself and with 
others. He ran for President knowing that he faced the 
most grave political crisis in the Nation’s history. He 
accepted the challenge because he believed in his own 
ability. 

In these days of new hardships, new responsibilities, 
and new challenges, it is important for us as a people to 
reflect upon the past, to draw strength from triumph 
over great trials in other times. 

We honor the memory of Lincoln best not only by 
formal ceremonies but by doing our best to preserve for 
the next generation the legacy he so proudly handed 


down to us—a government of the people, by the people, 
and for the people. 
Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 12:30 p.m. at the Lincoln Memorial. 


National Entertainment Conference 


The President’s Informal Remarks at a Luncheon 
Honoring Bob Hope. February 12, 1975 


Bob, that wonderful ovation sounds just like when I 
go back up to the Congress of the United States. 

Well, Bob, first let me say this luncheon has presented 
me with some very good news and at the same time some 
very bad news. The good news, of course, is that my very 
good friend, Bob Hope, has been named Comedian of the 
Century, and Bob, I congratulate you for it. Now, the 
bad news. How am I ever going to explain this to Earl 
Butz? 

Of course, Bob has received a great many honors dur- 
ing his lifetime and deservedly so. In fact, Bob was telling 
me just last week he received a very special award from 
a leading student organization, a very special award. They 
named Bob the George Carlin of the Stone Age. 

Bob, I do want to thank you for this constant dedica- 
tion on your part to humanitarian causes. Just look at 
what Bob is doing here in Washington. Not only is he 
getting this award from this great organization, but later 
on he’s going over to entertain our fighting forces in the 
Congress. 

Well, the last thing I intend to do is to try to tell jokes 
in the presence of the master. Bob has spent a lifetime, 
as we all know, bringing laughter and many happy hours 
to at least two generations of grateful Americans. Bob is 
truly the comedian of this century and any other. 

Bob, on behalf of all Americans, let me say thanks for 
the memory of all the happiness you have brought to all 
of us all over the world. 

Thank you and congratulations. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 12:54 p.m. at the Shoreham Ameri- 
cana Hotel to a group of college student entertainment agents who 
had been meeting in Washington. 


Secretary of Housing and Urban 


Development 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 


Carla Anderson Hills. February 13, 1975 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Carla Anderson Hills, of California, to be Secretary 
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of Housing and Urban Development. She will succeed 
James T. Lynn, who was sworn in as Director of the Of- 
fice of Management and Budget on February 10, 1975. 

Since April 1974, Mrs. Hills has been Assistant At- 
torney General, Civil Division, for the Department of 
Justice. From 1962 to March 1974, she was a partner with 
the law firm of Munger, Tolles, Hills & Rickershauser of 
Los Angeles. During this time she also was adjunct pro- 
fessor at the University of California at Los Angeles in 
the spring of 1972. She served as Assistant United States 
Attorney in Los Angeles from 1959 to 1961. 


She was born on January 3, 1934, in Los Angeles, 
Calif. Mrs. Hills studied at Oxford University during 
1954 and received her A.B. degree from Stanford Uni- 
versity in 1955 and her LL.B. degree from Yale University 
Law School in 1958. She was admitted to the California 
State Bar in 1959. She is also a member of the Supreme 
Court Bar of the United States. She is the coauthor of 
Federal Civil Practice (1961) and the editor and co- 
author of Antitrust Advisor (1971). 


Mrs. Hills is married to Roderick M. Hills, and they 
have four children. They reside in Washington, D.C. 


Corporation for Public Broadcasting 


Statement by the President Upon Proposing Long-Term 
Federal Funding for the Corporation. 
February 13, 1975 


The Administration today sent a bill to the Congress 
that will appropriate Federal funds for the Corporation 
for Public Broadcasting over a 5-year period, starting with 
$70 million in fiscal 1976 and reaching $100 million by 
1980. To assure that Federal support does not dominate 
public broadcasting and to encourage continued non-Fed- 
eral contributions, the Federal funds would be provided on 
a matching basis—with one Federal dollar for every $2.50 
in non-Federal revenues up to the annual ceiling. 


Since enactment of the Public Broadcasting Act of 


1967, the Federal Government has supported the growth — 


and development of noncommerciai educational radio and 
television through annual appropriations. During this 
time, public broadcasting has developed and matured into 
a far-reaching, effective medium for bringing high quality 
educational and cultural programing to millions of Amer- 
icans. 

A recurring question in public broadcasting has been 
how to reconcile Government funding with the possibility 
of Government control. On the one hand, if Federal funds 
are used to support public broadcasting, the Government 
must be able to evaluate how the funds are spent. To do 
otherwise would be irresponsible. On the other hand, strict 


accountability by public broadcasting to the Government 
can lead to Government direction of programing, which is 
contrary to the principles of free expression on which our 
Nation was founded. It is this issue alone which requires 
that the Congress consider a 5-year appropriation for pub- 
lic broadcasting. 

This bill is a constructive approach to the sensitive re- 
lationship between Federal funding and freedom of ex- 
pression. It would eliminate the scrutiny of programing 
that could be associated with the normal budgetary and 
appropriations processes of the Government. At the same 
time, it would still permit periodic review of public broad- 
casting by the Congress. I believe that it will assure the in- 
dependence of noncommercial radio and television pro- 
graming for our Nation; and, long-term Federal funding 
will add stability to the financing of public broadcasting 
which may enhance the quality of its programing. I urge 
the Congress to enact it promptly. 


Food Stamp Bill 


Statement by the President Upon Allowing H.R. 1589 
To Become Law Without His Signature. 
February 13, 1975 


I am announcing today that I will allow to become law 
without my signature H.R. 1589, which prohibits for a 
full year basic reforms of the food stamp program through 
administrative action. The Congress passed this bill by 
large majorities in both Houses to block reforms which I 
consider reasonable and necessary. 

In the first full year of its existence, this program cost 
$14 million. The costs have grown to $3.7 billion in 13 
years. This action by the Congress to prohibit adminis- 
trative reform will add over $650 million to the costs of 
the program next year. Without the basic reforms I have 
requested, spending for this program could reach $8 bil- 
lion by 1980. 

The reform which I proposed would have required peo- 
ple who receive food stamps to share with taxpayers the 
cost of recent real increases in benefits, by spending on the 
average 16% of their total income for food before be- 
coming eligible for free stamps. 

The proposed increase in the purchase price of food 
stamps was greatly exaggerated by those who opposed this 
reform. Percentage increases were cited, and allowable de- 
ductions for medical, excess housing, child care, and work 
expenses were not counted as a part of income; neither 
were other Federal benefits such as public housing and 
free food stamps. In fact, the maximum reduction in free 
food stamps in the most heavily affected households would 
have been $15 a month. In short, this reform would have 
saved the taxpayers $650 million each year. 
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When I first addressed the Congress as President, I 
said I wanted a good marriage between the executive and 
legislative branches. I believe I have made an honest ef- 
fort to live up to this pledge. 

In any good marriage, neither side gets its way all the 
time. However, each has the duty not to reject construc- 
tive proposals without offering some alternatives to achieve 
the common goal. In this case, that goal is the public inter- 
est in limiting spending to the amounts absolutely neces- 
sary to restore and assure active economic growth, to con- 
tinue assistance to the needy, and to provide for the de- 
fense of the country. 

On the program reform which this bill prohibits, we 
disagree. However, I will implement the clear will of the 
Congress while working to develop legislative recommen- 
dations to improve the program. In a major test of my ef- 
forts to offer constructive reforms and reasonable savings, 
I am disappointed that the Congress has not only rejected 
this plan but has failed to advance a constructive proposal 
of its own. 

The Congress and the President share the responsibility 
of finding ways to limit the spending of taxpayers’ money 
to levels no greater than necessary to meet our needs. So 
far, most of the major proposals for restraining spending 
for domestic programs have been initiated by the executive 
branch. 

If this Congress simply rejects these proposals without 
coming forward with good and timely alternatives, an un- 
thinkable deficit will result and there will be no mistak- 
ing where the responsibility lies. 

NOTE: The bill will become law on February 19, 1975, upon expira- 
tion of the 10-day period allowed for Presidential action. The public 


law number will be printed in the Acts Approved listing in next 
week’s issue. 


New York Society of Security Analysts 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Members of the Society in 
New York City. February 13, 1975 


THE Present. Mr. Carlson, Senator James Buckley, 
Attorney General Lefkowitz, members of the New York 
Society of Security Analysts, ladies and gentlemen: 

First, let me express my deep appreciation for the op- 
portunity of being here today. In the last week, while the 
Congress has been in recess, I have been to Atlanta, to 
Houston, to Topeka, Kansas, and now in the lower end of 
Manhattan. 

I am looking forward to equal opportunities in the sev- 
eral weeks ahead to tell a story that I think has to be told, 
whether it is in the South, the West, the great State of 
New York, or elsewhere. And with your indulgence, I 
would like to make a point or two on something that I 
feel very strongly and very deeply about. 


I understand there have been a very great many rumors 
going on around this town about the reason for my visit to 
your organization. And before I begin, I would like to deny 
one of them. There is absolutely no truth to the rumor 
that I have come here to deliver CARE packages from 
Alan Greenspan. [Laughter] 

It is a great honor and a privilege to be speaking to your 
society here today because in many, many ways we have 
shared the same problems. But we have also shared the 
same hopes and a basic optimism. Looking to the future, 
I am confident that you, in your portfolios, and me, in the . 
polls, have seen our lows for the year. [Laughter] 

Of course, I realize that not everyone shares that op- 
timism. Last Sunday, my good friend, George Meany, 
was on network television to announce that the sky was 
falling in, and I have to admit that some of the economic 
forecasters, some of my own advisers, have been strong on 
clouds and weak on silver linings. 

But if I may paraphrase Mark Twain, the reports of 
the free enterprise system’s death or demise have been 
greatly exaggerated. 

Take a second look at the gloomy forecasts. Even the 
best forecasters sometimes have trouble. Grim statistics 
tend to assume a life and a momentum of their own. So, 
when the rate of joblessness has gone up 3 percent in the 
past year, the tendency among some forecasters is to look 
for a further rise, not a turnaround. 

Forecasts are only forecasts. They are not divine 
commandments carved upon stone. The thing we should 
concentrate on now, as I see it, is not what someone has 
forecast, but what we can do to change things for the 
better. America’s economic future does not depend upon 
paper projections. I concede we are in a very difficult 
situation. But if we approach it with a practical, tough- 
minded optimism, we can cope. 

An economic illness is like any other illness. Too much 
medicine or too little medicine can make it worse. The 
crucial issue is how much treatment to give. 

This was what I had to decide in drawing up a com- 
prehensive economic program. Too small a tax cut would 
not really help the average citizen. Too large a Federal 
deficit would soak up too much capital and fan the flames 
of inflation. 

A realistic balance had to be struck. The program I 
have submitted—after a great deal of time and attention 
and the best and most expert advice I could get—comes 
as close as possible under present conditions. The $16 
billion tax cut would not just benefit the individuals and 
businesses receiving it. It would provide an immediate 
stimulant to the economy. It would pump fresh money 
into consumer goods and services and, at the business end, 
into new jobs and greater productivity. 

I am hopeful that we can and will have unemployment 
down by the end of this year. But in stimulating the econ- 
omy to create more jobs, neither the Congress nor I can 
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afford to remake past errors. We cannot forget the dangers 
of adopting policies that will surely set off another round 
of uncontrolled inflation during 1976 and thereafter. 

Uneniployment is the biggest concern of the 8.2 per- 
cent of American workers temporarily out of work. But 
inflation is the universal enemy of 100 percent of our 
people in America today. 

It is my very firm conviction that we must not fight 
recessionary problems with inflationary cures. And we 
don’t intend to do it if I can prevent it. 

Naturally, I will work with the Congress to avoid this 
danger and will use my veto, if necessary, to protect the 
American people from the effects of new Federal spending 
programs, except for energy. 

The budget for fiscal 1976 which I proposed to Con- 
gress calls for a $16 billion reduction in Federal taxes. 
It includes an expansion of $36 billion or 111% percent 
in Federal expenditures. That is more than I would have 
liked, but that is what resulted primarily from programs 
that are on the books that simply grow and grow as long 
as more people become eligible. 

Some people allege those programs are uncontrollable. 
And in the past, that has been a frequently used term, 
that the budget reflects uncontrollable items. 

We are introducing a new word at the White House. 
We don’t accept uncontrollable expenditures, and we 
expect the Congress to work with us in doing something 
about so-called uncontrolled Federal expenditures. 

Now let me revert, if I might, back to the budget that 
was submitted. It does propose a deficit of $52 billion 
for the next fiscal year beginning July 1. And by any 
standard that is a lot of stimulus—a billion dollars a 
week in deficit, an expenditure figure for the next fiscal 
year of $349 point-some expenditures, almost a billion 
dollars of expenditure per day by the Federal Government. 
By any standard, I repeat, that is a lot of stimulus, and 
yet I do not believe, as we have looked at the total pic- 
ture, it is too much under present circumstances. 

I believe that a deficit of this size can be financed in 
fiscal year 1976. I cannot say the same—and I emphasize 
and reemphasize—I cannot say the same for a much larger 
deficit, which will result if the Congress does not support 
my recommended $17 billion cutback in some previously 
programed Federal spending. Quite frankly, that is why 
I pledge to hold the line on old spending and draw the 
line on new spending. I feel very strongly that we cannot 
afford to lose this battle, or our economic recovery will 
end up again in another inflation-recession cycle. 

The current recession is compounded by the energy 
crisis. I think we recognize that. Neither problem can be 
ignored; each makes solving the other much more 
difficult. 

Now, some would like to forget about the energy chal- 
lenge and concentrate all attention and all of our resources 
on our current recession. I only wish that we could. But 


we simply cannot afford to turn our backs on a growing 
vulnerability to unreliable foreign sources of oil, foreign 
sources of energy, if you will. We can still avoid a dis- 
aster that could wreck not only our economy but the 
economic structure of the industrialized democracies 
throughout the world. 

Without question, there is a link between economic 
problems at home and the world energy situation and 
the complications posed by the international oil cartel, and 
most Americans are well aware of it. 

It is my hope that a responsible majority of both politi- 
cal parties in the Congress will not only recognize the 
existence of the problem but agree that we have to find 
a solution. We cannot afford—as I see it—any more 
wasted time. And let me refer, if I might, to what has 
happened over the last several years. 

I can recall very vividly when I was in the House of 
Representatives, 3 years ago, and people were talking 
about an energy problem, and recommendations in good 
faith were made to solve it, and Congress held some hear- 
ings. And for all intents and purposes, nothing developed, 
no real answer in the field of conservation, in the field of 
additional production. 

We had the unfortunate crisis of the oil embargo in 
October of 1973. One would have thought that that crisis 
would have precipitated effective action—again recom- 
mendations, again some minimal hearings, very little 
results. 

And then I received on my desk in November of this 
last year a very sizable document, which was the result 
of one full year of study by the best people from all sides, 
with recommendations and options on what we should 
do as a government to meet the problem created by our 
energy crisis. 

Well, we have analyzed, and we are in the process of 
debating the options. Unfortunately—and I say this with 
real sadness—the bill that I recommended, S. 594, 167 
pages, is the compilation of the recommendations that 
I have made to the Congress, with one or two exceptions 
that are in separate pieces of legislation. But here is a 
comprehensive plan to meet the energy problem. I say 
with some sadness that the Congress has been spending 
most of its time—since this bill that I proposed was rec- 
ommended—on a four-page bill. It is called H.R. 1767, 
and the House of Representatives passed it by 300 and 
something to 110, as I recollect. 

But, let me just read the title to you: “To suspend for 
a 90-day period the authority of the President under Sec- 
tion 232 of the Trade Expansion Act.” 

Now, if the Congress passes this, four pages, takes 5 
weeks or thereabouts, all they will do is take a step back- 
ward. It would have been an awful lot more productive if 
they had spent that 5 weeks looking at this bill. And, if 
they find something, they want to delete or add to it; that 
is fine; or even better, if they would present a compre- 
hensive plan of their own. We don’t say we have all the 
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wisdom, but we at least have a plan. And the Congress 
is wasting its time on a four-page bill that would step 
backward. I think the time for action affirmatively has 
come. ; 

So, to get moving, we have to begin now. Unless we 
do, our domestic oil and gas supplies will continue to 
dwindle, and costly and unsure imports will obviously 
grow. It is my judgment that we must take immediate 
steps to reduce our oil consumption from overseas sources 
by one million barrels per day, and in the process, develop 
new domestic sources of oil, natural gas, and other sources 
of energy. 

Unless we do so, our dollar outlay for petroleum will 
continue to increase very dangerously. Let me cite some 
figures. In 1970, our dollar outlay for foreign oil imports 
was $2,700 million. Last year, 1974, our dollar outlay 
for foreign oil rose to $24 billion. And if no action is taken, 
no action, this kind of action, by 1977 our dollar outlay 
could increase to $32 billion per year. 

The United States, as many of you know, consumes 
approximately one-third of the world’s total energy out- 
put. Prompt, positive American leadership is essential to 
any hope for the world emerging from this crisis. 

My Administration, as I have indicated, has offered a 
comprehensive solution. If we do not act now, there will 
be unacceptable costs to the United States, both domes- 
tically and internationally. 

Admittedly, my proposal—and I don’t want to kid you 
or anybody else—may be costly. They may be incon- 
venient, as will any program to deal with the problem. 
But the costs of my energy proposals will be largely offset 
through the following. 


In other words, as we take in revenue from the oil 
import levies, or revenue from the refinery tax on do- 
mestic oil, or from the windfall profits tax, those added 
costs will be offset in the following way: 

—A 1975 tax reduction of $16.5 billion to individual 
taxpayers through the process of a revision of the with- 
holding schedules for this calendar year, and a $6 billion 
tax reduction for business for its added energy costs. My 
recommendation is to reduce the corporate tax rate from 
48 to 42 percent so the individual taxpayer would get 
a reduction totaling 161, billion and business would get 
a $6 billion tax reduction in the manner that I have 
indicated. 


—Now, $2 billion out of the $30 or $31 billion worth 
of added revenues would go back to State and local 
units of government because they have added energy 
costs and the formula for redistribution to them would 
be under the General Revenue Sharing procedure. 

—Then I should add that there would be a $2 billion 
payment to the people in the lower end of the spectrum 
in our economy, and they would get a direct cash 
payment. 

Let me just summarize, if I might, very quickly. Each 


of these measures was carefully thought out, each is a 
part of a master plan. And each interlocks with the other. 

At the same time, by keeping the lid on all new Federal 
spending pregrams not connected with energy, the Fed- 
eral deficit would be kept to the lowest possible minimum, 
not as low as I would have liked under ideal circum- 
stances, but as low as I think we can allow it to be and 
still meet the Government’s mandated obligations while 
mobilizing Federal resources to turn back the recession. 

National recovery also depends on a decisive, purpose- 
ful American energy policy—an American energy policy. 
And let me tick off some of the essentials of that. 

—Only by cooperative efforts among the major indus- 
trial nations and a constructive dialog with the oil pro- 
ducers can an equitable oil price be restored. 

—Only by new mechanisms of cooperation and mutual 
support can the industrial democracies safeguard their 
economies against a new embargo or international finan- 
cial disruption. 

—Only if the United States takes the lead now will 
our partners have any hope of an ultimate solution or 
an incentive to commit themselves to cooperation with 
us. 

—And only with a determined national effort to reduce 
and to end our growing dependence on imported oil 
can we and our partners recover control over our eco- 
nomic destiny. 

In meeting the energy challenge, I seek cooperation— 
not confrontation—with the Congress. But in order for 
us to work together, the Congress must do more than 
criticize. And until the Congress does something more, 
it will be part of the energy problem, not part of the 
solution. 

The intent of governmental action is to provide the 
most efficient and the most open system to enable the 
financial community to respond most effectively. But you 
must help provide that leadership. 

I happen to believe, and believe very stongly, that 
America will meet that challenge. Your success will be 
essential to the renewal of our overall economic system. 

A security analyst once told me that the most frequent 
request made of your profession is the following: “Don’t 
tell me what to buy—tell me when.” 

Well, I would like to give a very personal answer to that 
question today: I buy America. And I buy it now. 

Thank you very much. 


QUESTIONS 


Q. Mr. President, Frank Cappiello, Monumental Cor- 
poration. My question is: Would you agree to defer your 
energy taxation program if unemployment increases sub- 
stantially this year from present levels—say to 9 or 9Y/2, 10 
percent? 

The Presivent. Well, first, it is my judgment—and it 
is the opinion of the advisers that I have—that we aren’t 
going to have an unemployment figure of the magnitude 


Volume 11—Number 7 





186 PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1975 


to which you refer. As a matter of fact, I said in my re- 
marks that by the end of the year, it is my judgment that 
unemployment increases will have terminated and will be 
starting in a more optimistic direction. 

It seems to me with the assumption that I have made 
that it shouldn’t deter me from proceeding with the en- 
ergy program that I have recommended. We are kind of 
locked in for the moment with the Congress, with me of- 
fering a plan and Congress trying to take away the pres- 
sure that I can exert. 

I think before we are through, I think it is obvious 
there will have to be some getting together between the 
Congress and myself, and I am open to their recommenda- 
tions. But I have to—because the problem is so severe, 
the potential danger is so great—must move forward. 

As I said during my remarks, for 3 years, to my mem- 
ory, we have had talk and no action. And so I intend to 
push. I think it is right, and I think we will get a solution 
without interfering with the recovery of the economy. 

Q. Mr. President, Carter Randall, Equitable Trust. 
You, yourself, have said that in relations with Congress, 
that compromise is probably going to have to be the 
answer. In your tax program, wherein lies compromise, 
is it the magnitude, the timing, the allocation, or what? 

The Present. As I have indicated, I proposed a $12 
billion tax rebate to individuals predicated on their 1974 
tax payments, which amounts to about a 12-percent re- 
bate with a $1,000 cap. 

In the business area, I recommended a $4 billion tax 
reduction with a one-year increase in investment tax 
credits from 4 percent to 12 percent for utilities and from 
7 to 12 for businesses generally. I think that is a good 
balance. 

The House Committee on Ways and Means has 
bought a good bit of what I have recommended, but not 
entirely or not precisely. They have taken half of $16 
billion personal income tax change and recommended 
that it be done the way I propose, with a $200 cap. I 
think a $200 cap is too low. I don’t think it will have the 
kind of stimulant that I think is needed in the economy. 

They have taken the other half of the $16 billion on 
personal income tax reduction and jiggled the withhold- 
ing for 1975. I don’t think that has any immediate stimu- 
lant to the economy. It is reflected over the next 7 months 
providing they get it passed within the next few months. 

Then—of course, that is only the Committee recom- 
mendation, the House can change it, the Senate Finance 
Committee can change it, the Senate can change it, and 
then they have to go to conference. 

I have been in enough conferences. I know conferences 
can significantly change a legislative proposal from the 
House and the Senate. I am going to stick with my pro- 
posal until I see what the Congress eventually comes up 
with. 

We think ours is the best balance to get the needed 
stimulant and the most constructive action from the point 


of view of business. I hesitate to commit myself to what a 
committee has done when they have got a long and tor- 
tuous road before they send anything down to the White 
House. 

I just want them to act, and it does bother me. I must 
say this: In my State of the Union message on January 
15, I told them what we wanted, what I thought was 
needed. I had people up there testifying as soon as their 
committees were organized. And, you know, the House 
of Representatives won’t act on that until next week or the 
following week, and that is almost 5 weeks. 

Then they have the Senate process, and then they have 
to go to conference. I wish the Congress would act much 
more quickly, and that is one reason we recommended a 
very simplified proposal. 

Q. Mr. President, I am Jerry Moran, Scudder, Stevens 
& Clark. If your advisers’ forecast of the rate of unemploy- 
ment does prove to be low by | to 2 percent, by what 
amount would you consider increasing your tax reduction 
program? 

THE Present. As I answered earlier to the gentleman 
who asked the first question, I don’t assume that our 
forecasts are inaccurate. In fact, I am more optimistic 
than they, or the computers are—let me put it that way. 
[Laughter] 

I am even more optimistic than Alan. [Laughter] 

And I guess you have some customers who are more 
optimistic than he. [Laughter] 

So I am going to stick with my tough-minded optimism. 
I think I would answer it this way without accepting a 
premise that you have propounded, that if—well, it is 
pretty obvious what I recommended indicates my ideo- 
logical belief that a tax reduction is better than increased 
spending. I think it is much more sensible. As a matter 
of fact, I tried to hold spending down, and I gave the 
stimulant, as I recommended it, to a tax reduction. 


Now, by giving that answer, I don’t want anybody in 
the press or here to believe under any circumstances that 
I think the unemployment figures are going higher than 
what my advisers have told me or what I have said per- 
sonally. But I just wanted you to get a little touch of my 
philosophy. 

Q. Mr. President, Bob Smith at Bache. ERDA [En- 
ergy Research and Development Administration] last 
week awarded a $350,000 contract to a private company 
acknowledged to be at least a year and a half ahead of all 
U.S. laboratories in the quest to harness nuclear fusion via 
high-power lasers. Since fusion is considered by most the 
ultimate power source, why the tokenism in this respect 
when major funding is required? I take it we are all seri- 
ous about Project Independence. Can’t bureaucratic red 
tape and interagency jealousies be set aside so we can get 
on with a crash program in this area? [Laughter] 

THe Present. Let me answer it this way: Some 
Presidents in the past have been criticized for getting 
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deeply involved in the awarding, or nonawarding, of con- 
tracts to individual firms seeking government business. 
I am not going to get involved in one or the other, on 
awarding or not awarding. 

I can tell you this—and then I will ask Frank Zarb, 
one of your former cohorts here, to give you an answer— 
we have increased in the ’76 budget the research and 
development money for a wide range of energy research 
and development from $1.6 billion in the current fiscal 
year to $2.2 billion in the forthcoming year. 

We have made available, or we have recommended to 
the Congress, as much money and probably more than 
many scientists say we can profitably and intelligently 
use. But I said we would bend over backwards on the 
affirmative side rather than on the restrictive side. 

So I will let Frank answer the specifics. There is money. 
There will be money for all legitimate research and de- 
velopment projects and programs in the next fiscal year’s 
budget. And leave it up to Bob Seamans and the people 
over at ERDA to give a technical evaluation and a tech- 
nical judgment, but we want good projects pushed, and 
there is the money for those purposes. 

One more and then I had better go. I have to talk to 
some of Nelson’s friends tonight. [Laughter] 

Q. Iam James Shinn of Philips Appel & Walden. Mr. 
President, do you feel that recent announcements by the 
Central Bank of Iran indicate a policy that will eventually 
result in OPEC [Organization of Petroleum Exporting 
Countries] nations demanding a mixed basket of curren- 
cies or payments in some other currency rather than U.S. 
dollars for oil exports? 

THE Present. With apologies, I think I had better 
let Alan Greenspan answer that, and he will be here, along 
with Frank Zarb, after I leave, if you would excuse me. 

Well, I will take one from the lady over here. 

Q. I am Dr. Edith Sands of Long Island University. 
Mr. President, my question is: If the Government borrows 
$52 billion to cover its deficit, what credit will be left for 
business and consumers? 

THE Preswent. I have been assured by Alan Green- 
span, by others that advise me who are experts and who 
are technicians, that that amount of borrowing or the 
amount of borrowing that reflects that deficit can be met 
in our financial circles. I said in my remarks, as you may 
remember, I think if Congress doesn’t respond to the rec- 
ommendations I have made to hold the line to the extent 
of $17 billion on additional spending, so they go from 
$52 to $69 billion, then my curbstone opinion is that the 
problem you raise becomes somewhat serious. 

So, I urge you to urge your Senators and your Members 
of the House to take a good, strong position on cutting 
back that $17 billion. It is important because we don’t 


want to have to borrow $17 billion more; $52 billion is 
enough. 
Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 4:33 p.m. at the Security Analysts 
Building in New York City. 


Dinner Honoring the Vice President 


The President’s Remarks at the Dinner in New York 
City. February 13, 1975 


Thank you very, very much, Nelson. 

I will respond with my deepest appreciation and won- 
derful gratitude with some comments just in a few mo- 
ments, but let me thank Gus and Brook and all of you 
who have come here tonight. I am just so pleased and, of 
course, honored. ; 

I think it is wonderful to have Jack Javits, Jim Buckley, 
Malcolm Wilson, and all of the other public officials who 
are here paying tribute to Nelson, as I am, because we all 
think he was not only a great Governor, but I think he is 
a great Vice President. 

You know, there is a somewhat trite slogan that says, 
“Ford has a better idea.” Well, I am here tonight to tell 
you that one of the best ideas this Ford ever had was nom- 
inating Nelson Rockefeller to be Vice President of the 
United States. 

All of you know as well as I, if not better than I, that 
Nelson Rockefeller has been a distinguished public servant, 
a sensitive and compassionate humanitarian, a superbly 
able Governor, and now he has embarked on even a new 
and greater challenge, the second highest office in this 
great land of ours. 

Mr. Vice President, I hope to share for a very, very 
long time your counsel, your confidence, and your won- 
derful company. And I will add with a personal footnote, 
I know Happy will look forward to that with you as well. 

But in all honesty or fairness, Mr. Vice President, I 
must admit that in your career you have also had a few 
less memorable moments. In the 1960’s the Vice President 
was a very strong supporter of John Lindsay, and John 
became a Democrat. He was a very strong supporter of 
Ogden Reid, and Brownie became a Democrat. And now, 
the only thing that bothers me—he is a very strong sup- 
porter of me.[ Laughter] 

Frankly, though, Nelson, I don’t think I could do 
that—to the Democrats. That’s all they need right now— 
is one more candidate for President. [Laughter] 

Tonight we pay tribute to a man of unlimited talent, 
outstanding accomplishment, and boundless enthusiasm. 
When Nelson tackles a project, he gives it everything he’s 
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got. Now, using a little wrestling jargon, I have never 
known him to apply a half-Nelson to anything. [Laughter] 


APPOINTMENTS TO THE Domestic CouNCcIL 


Therefore, I am designating the Vice President to be 
the Vice Chairman of my Domestic Council, with the 
responsibility of overseeing its vitally important work. He 
will assist me in carrying out my responsibilities for the 
domestic policy formulation with a broad conceptual 
framework. 

And I want the Domestic Council to undertake, if I 
might list them, the following responsibilities: First, as- 
sessing national needs and identifying alternative ways of 
meeting them; second, providing rapid response to Presi- 
dential needs for policy advice; third, coordinating the 
establishment of national priorities for the allocation of 
available resources; fourth, maintaining a continuous 
policy of review of our ongoing programs and, as we look 
down the road, proposing reforms as we need them. 

Now, because of the complexity and the interrelation- 
ship of domestic policy and programs, I believe the broad- 
est perspectives must be utilized in the Domestic Council’s 
deliberations. That is why I personally, with the deepest 
conviction and support, have asked the Vice President to 
serve as Vice Chairman of the Council and to personally 
and vigorously oversee its work. 

It will, as I am sure many of you know now, and I hope 
all of you will see later, provide for the full coordination 
of the work of this Council with the responsible people for 
my Economic Policy Board and the Energy Resources 
Council. They will work in the closest relationship with 
one another. 

And may I add that at the present I am announcing 
my intention to appoint Jim Cannon as Executive Direc- 
tor of the Domestic Council and Assistant to the Presi- 
dent for Domestic Affairs. Dick Dunham will be Deputy 
Director of the Domestic Council, and they, of course, will 
work closely with the Vice President in the operations of 
the Domestic Council and most closely with myself. 

But, if I might for a few moments tonight—perhaps 
longer than you might like, but I am speaking most seri- 
ously—in the special area of foreign policy, I am not the 
first President to have this Vice President’s wise counsel. 

Nelson visited Latin America on the eve of World War 
II. He perceived the danger of anti-American propa- 
ganda and the penetration by the Axis powers of govern- 
ments and economies of some nations in this hemisphere. 

Nelson voiced at that time, timely concern to President 
Roosevelt in 1940, over a year before Pearl: Harbor. In 
designating Nelson to coordinate inter-American affairs, 
President Roosevelt was not thinking about Rockefeller 
the Republican, he was thinking about Rockefeller the 
American. 


Nelson improved relations with Latin America during 
the darkest days of World War II. In 1945, President 
Roosevelt appointed him Assistant Secretary of State for 
American Republic Affairs. Nelson contributed much to 
the concept of mutual security that led to the Rio Pact, 
to NATO, and to enlightened international cooperation. 

Now, during World War II, I had the good fortune 
to serve aboard a Navy aircraft carrier. I began to see 
at that time the islands of the Pacific and America’s links 
with the world in a far broader perspective than I did asa 
young man in Michigan. 

When I took my oath as a Member of the Congress 
in January of 1949, Arthur Vandenberg was senior Sen- 
ator from Michigan and the Chairman of the Committee 
of Foreign Relations. The Senator at that time was con- 
cerned over the future of bipartisanship in foreign policy. 
He preferred to call it at that time, “nonpartisanship.” 

Although more seriously ill than those of us who were 
his friends knew, Senator Vandenberg saw his job as un- 
finished unless the Republican Congress at that time and 
President Truman could fashion a decent peace to prevent 
World War III. While working for world peace with 
President Truman and Secretary of State Byrnes, the 
Senator flatly refused to make any speeches on a partisan 
basis, because it would tend to destroy a united American 
foreign policy. 

In 1950, Senator Vandenberg emphasized the need, as 
he put it, under our indispensable two-party system to 
unite our official voice at the water’s edge so that Amer- 
ica speaks with maximum authority against those who 
would divide and conquer us and the free world. Senator 
Vandenberg said, and again I quote, “It does not involve 
the remotest surrender of free debate in determining our 
position. On the contrary, frank cooperation and free 
debate are indispensable to ultimate unity.” 

When one party controls the Congress, as did the Re- 
publican 80th Congress and the other party controls the 
White House as President Truman’s party did, there must 
be cooperation or, as Senator Vandenberg said, and I 
quote, “America would be devoid of any foreign policy 
at all.” 

In February 1951, Senator Vandenberg differed with 
Senator Kenneth Wherry—as I am sure Jack Javits would 
recall—who was then a very powerful Nebraskan Repub- 
lican, whose resolution at the time, the major business 
of the Senate, would have tied the hands of President 
Truman in foreign policy. 

The President was seeking to add American Army divi- 
sions to an intragated—lI told my wife, Betty, that I knew 
this speech backwards, and I am proving it [laughter]— 
to an integrated North Atlantic military force com- 
manded by General Eisenhower. While respecting Sen- 
ator Wherry’s sincerity, Senator Vandenberg was con- 
vinced the restrictive resolution would undermine the 
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President’s Constitutional authority as President of the 
United States. 

So, it was in February of 1951, that Senator Vanden- 
berg said of President Truman, and I quote, “He is the 
only President we shall have and this is the only Congress 
we shall have during the next two critical years; the 
quicker we reach a working relationship so that we can 
have a united policy, the safer our country will be.” 

Today I find myself in President Truman’s job. I look 
to the new Congress and to the critical years ahead. And 
I have to deal, of course, with the economic crisis in the 
United States and other industrialized democracies. I 
am, of course, concerned with the problems of recession 
and inflation, unemployment, and energy shortages. I 
would be even more concerned if we were to have a 
94th Congress burying its head in the domestic sands like 
an ostrich, while expensive oil flows into America and 
expensive dollars flow out. 

As I was working on my remarks for tonight, I asked 
myself this question: What has changed since the days 
of Arthur Vandenberg? Yes, during the latter years of 
my service in the Congress, severe strains developed be- 
tween the legislative and executive branches over South- 
east Asian policies of two administrations, one Democrat 
and one Republican. 

Yes, indeed, America has experienced a series of shocks, 
domestic and foreign, dating back to the assassination of 
President Kennedy. We have new preoccupations, we 
have new perceptions, new priorities and, hopefully, some 
new directions. Nevertheless, we need nonpartisanship in 
foreign affairs today more than we have ever needed it 
in the history of this America. We need more, not less 
credibility and continuity; we need more, not less con- 
fidence in the honest motives and high patriotic concerns 
of one another. 


That is not to say that I wish the Congress would keep 
out of foreign affairs, and that I want to run everything 
beyond the water’s edge in my own way without legis- 
lative interference. Under the Constitution, the Congress 
has a fundamental responsibility in the shaping of all 
broad matters of public policy, both foreign and domestic. 
Nobody knows that better than I do. But while the Con- 
gress, together with the President makes foreign policy, 
only the Executive can execute it. 


History is quite interesting. For the first 11 years of 
our national independence, we experimented with a gov- 
ernment by legislative committee—the Continental Con- 
gress, under the Articles of Confederation. There was a 
President of the Congress, but no President of the coun- 
try. It is a wonder, as a matter of fact, that General 
Washington was able to win the war. 


Once our national independence was recognized, 
Washington and the other Founding Fathers wasted no 
time in writing a new Constitution in which they set 
aside their fears of a tyrannical king, or a too-powerful 
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prime minister, and vested the executive authority or 
power in a President of the United States of America. 

The new Constitution gave the Chief Executive com- 
mand of the Armed Forces raised by the Congress and 
the power to negotiate treaties and to receive and to ap- 
point Ambassadors with the advice and consent of the 
Senate. 

Now clearly, the Constitution contemplates a political 
partnership beyond the water’s edge, and it clearly does 
not contemplate the day-to-day conduct of foreign policy 
any more than the day-to-day conduct of military opera- 
tions by many, many different voices in the deliberative 
legislative branch. 

Our system has served us so well. Without reviewing 
all 200 years of our history and the frequent debates be- 
tween our great political parties, I can say from my own 
perspective—and that of many of you—that the record 
of American foreign policy since the end of World War 
II has been, overall, a most remarkable success. 

When World War II was ended, the world waited to 
see what the United States would do, whether our power 
and our moral commitment would continue to be engaged 
worldwide or whether we would retreat again into the 
isolationism that contributed to the world conflict in the 
first place. 

With the Marshall Plan, the Truman Doctrine, and 
the formation of our first peacetime alliances, we pro- 
vided an essential bulwark of security, stability, and eco- 
nomic progress for the world. 

In the 1970’s, we built on this wonderful foundation 
with imagination and startling success. We ended Amer- 
ica’s 10-year military involvement in Vietnam. We ended 
it with honor and brought home our prisoners of war. We 
ended the crisis in Berlin. We achieved unprecedented 
agreements in strategic arms control with the Soviet 
Union. We fashioned a new relationship with China. We 
ended a war in the Middle East, and have been instru- 
mental in moving the parties to the conflict toward a 
stable and lasting peace. We began a new dialog with 
Latin America. We launched an international effort to 
meet the challenge of a global food crisis. We have taken 
up the role of leadership to promote international cooper- 
ation in the field of energy. 

I think this is a remarkable achievement for America. 
It is evidence of what the United States can accomplish 
when it shows the will and the determination to persevere 
and a demonstration of the historic reality that there is 
no alternative to American leadership. Our diplomacy is 
still the best hope of the world in finding solutions to age- 
old conflicts. We respect the trust which countries place in 
us on both sides in so many regional disputes. 


But we have not been involved in the world simply out 
of altruism—though we need not apologize tor that—but 
because the kind of world America lives in directly affects 
the kind of lives Americans live at home. Today, more 
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than ever, peace and prosperity at home and abroad are 
completely indivisible. Never before has the state of this 
Nation depended more on the state of the world. 

In a world of continuing complexity, America’s role in 
promoting peace is indispensable. In the conflicts in the 
Middle East, including Cyprus, our mediation efforts 
have been indispensable. In a world of proliferating nu- 
clear weapons, our actions in limiting strategic arms and 
to promote essential new safeguards against their further 
spread are indispensable. There has never been a greater 
need for purposeful American policy and leadership. And 
I say as strongly as I can, this cannot be achieved without 
unity at home. 

Our Secretary of State is today in the Middle East, 
engaged in a quest for a peaceful settlement of one of the 
most serious political deadlocks in the world, a conflict 
which has posed for 25 years great dangers of inter- 
national confrontation and crisis. The American people 
are united in wishing him godspeed and great success in 
this extraordinary undertaking. The Secretary carries with 
him the hopes and the prayers of a Nation for a just and 
lasting peace. 

In this very difficult time, the American people expect 
responsible conduct from individual Members of Con- 
gress and from Congress as a whole, as well as from the 
President. 

In Cyprus, the United States has long sought to mediate 
between two valued allies in order to secure the inde- 
pendence and territorial integrity of that strategic island. 
A renewed negotiation scheduled to bring together the 
Foreign Ministers of Greece and Turkey in a meeting with 
Secretary Kissinger in Brussels this week broke down be- 
cause of Congressional insistence that military assistance 
to Turkey be terminated. 


This action, I am convinced, is a self-inflicting wound. 
It will seriously impair our relations with a valued ally 
and achieve no benefit whatsoever. I think it is perfectly 
obvious it will adversely affect Western security generally 
and with serious consequences to the strategic situation 
in the Middle East. And, most tragically of all, it does 
nothing to improve the lot of those Cypriots in whose 
name this Congressional action was supposedly taken. 

But this issue is greater than the immediate example 
in the Eastern Mediterranean. The issue really is what 
kind of an ally are we when we punish our friends more 
severely than our enemies? What kind of statesmen are 
we when we so poorly perceive our own interests? This 
question is being asked tonight by nations who look to us 
for leadership. I can give no good answer. 

In the final days of the last Congress, in the 1974 
Trade Reform Act—it was passed—that Act was designed 
to strengthen the basis of our economic ties with our allies, 
our adversaries, and our developing countries in the in- 
terest of worldwide progress and stability, These are na- 


tional goals of which there is very little disagreement. Yet 
these goals were jeopardized in the last Congress by an 
unfortunate amendment which withheld generalized tar- 
iff preferences from all OPEC nations, or members, 
whether or not they participated in last winter’s oil 
embargo. 

This indiscriminate and hasty act damaged our rela- 
tions with Ecuador, Venezuela, Nigeria, and Indonesia, 
despite the fact that they refused to participate in the 
embargo against the United States. 

Another amendment to that Act led the Soviet Union 
to repudiate its 1972 economic accord with us, including 
its agreement to settle its World War IT lend-lease debt. 
The United States had agreed in 1972, as a result of the 
marked improvements in our overall relationship, to grant 
the Soviet Union nondiscriminatory trade rights. The 
breakdown of this foreign policy agreement unfortunately 
could cause tragic consequences, exactly contrary to the 
intent of Congress. 

The issue is not the goals of foreign policy; the executive 
and legislative branches share the same hope for America. 
What is at issue is the process of executing our foreign 
policy, not its objectives. But as men of good will, we 
must solve the problem of our respective roles. It would 
be a national tragedy, if conflict between the Congress 
and the Chief Executive jeopardized the achievements of 
the 1970’s and prevented further progress toward our 
common goals. As I said in my State of the Union Mes- 
sage, I doubt that restrictive amendments are an ade- 
quate tool for shaping the conduct of foreign policy. An 
attitude frozen in a statute, however noble, cannot shape 
events. 

In a world of 150 nations and fast-moving change, 
diplomacy is a process, not execution of a rigid blueprint. 
The door of the White House, as I have stated, is open 
to the Congress, to new members as well as old. I do not 
expect 535 reincarnations of Senator Vandenberg. Yet, I 
do appeal for an open-minded spirit of enlightened na- 
tional concern to transcend any partisan or internal party 
politics that now threaten to bring our successful foreign 
policy to a standstill. 

I challenge the Senate and the House to give me the 
same consideration that Senator Vandenberg sought and 
got for President Truman. 

Can’t we consult and act rather than pontificate and 
poke? I refuse to believe that we have passed the point of 
no return in discarding our tradition of non-partisanship 
in foreign policy. Further, I refuse to believe that it will 
become easier to negotiate with foreign adversaries and 
allies than with the Congress of the United States. I seek 
a coalition of confidence with the new Congress, and there 
is no area in which this is more critical than in the 
national response to the crisis of energy. 

Last winter’s oil embargo generated widespread agree- 
ment that a comprehensive energy policy is needed. For 
years we have analyzed and debated the options. Delay 
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will only compound the problem. We must begin now. 
Our oil and gas supplies will continue to dissipate and 
imports will grow, unless we take immediate steps to 
reduce consumption and develop new supplies. 

Congressional action is imperative if the United States 
is to maintain its international leadership. We cannot 
expect other nations to tighten their belts if we are un- 
prepared to do the same ourselves. We cannot appear 
unwilling to take the unpleasant, but necessary steps to 
cure our energy and economic problems when other na- 
tions are trying to face up to their own difficulties. Oil 
consuming nations must unite. The surplus of Arab dol- 
lars is creating, we all know, a financial crisis in Western 
Europe. Concerted action is essential. 

The Administration has offered the first comprehen- 
sive integrated solution to our energy problems ever as- 
sembled. If we do not act now on the short-term goals, 
there will be unacceptable costs to the United States, both 
domestically and internationally. 

You may wonder why I am calling for nonpartisanship 
in foreign affairs at a Republican Party dinner. Why 
didn’t I make this speech before a Democratic Party 
dinner? Well, for one thing, I haven’t been invited to any 
Democratic Lincoln-day dinners. For another, the tribute 
to Nelson Rockefeller is more than a partisan tribute, just 
as his confirmation as Vice President by an overwhelming 
majority of the last Democratic Congress was more than 
a partisan confirmation. In his own early career of public 
service is a good example of the nonpartisan tradition that 
goes back to the war years of President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt. 


But most of all, I use this Republican forum for this 
appeal because I am proud, as you can be proud, of our 
Party’s contributions, both in the Congress and in the 
White House, in and out of power through 30 years of 
constructive continuity in American foreign policy. 

I renew my offer to consult with the Members of the 
Congress on a further orderly phaseout of our military 
assistance in Southeast Asia on a basis which honors our 
repeated promises to allies that we will help to supply 
those willing to fight for their own freedom. I do not see 
how we can renege or compromise that principle. I do 
not intend to do so. 

And I am also willing, as was President Truman, to 
bring the responsible leaders of the Democratic majority in 
the Congress in on the foreign policy take-offs as well as 
landings, particularly the crash landings. I have already 
done so, and will continue to expand these two-way con- 
sultations. 


Let me repeat what Senator Vandenberg told his Re- 
publican friends about President Truman and the Re- 
publican 80th Congress: “He is the only President we 
shall have and this is the only Congress we shall have 
during the next critical two years; the quicker we reach a 


working relationship so that we can have a united policy, 
the safer our country will be.” 

Yesterday, I stood at the Lincoln Memorial. I saw at 
the far end of the Mall the great white dome of the 
Capitol, my home for almost 25 years. I was reminded of 
the difficulties President James Polk encountered from a 
young freshman Congressman from Illinois, who de- 
nounced the United States’ involvement in the Mexican 
War as having been unnecessarily and unconstitutionally 
begun by the President without Congressional consent. 
And I remembered also how that defeated one-termer, 
when he returned to Washington as President of a rapidly 
disintegrating nation, took emergency measures which 
were similarly denounced on Capitol Hill as unconstitu- 
tional and dictatorial. 

When the Congress attempted to run the war by com- 
mittee, President Lincoln told them bluntly that the Ship 
of State can have only one helmsman. And he said in his 
first annual message to the Congress, and I quote: In a 
storm at sea no one on board can wish the ship to sink, 
and yet not infrequently, all go down together because too 
many will direct and no single mind will be allowed to 
control. 

As once again we honor Abraham Lincoln as the great- 
est President of our party that was given to the Republic 
let us rededicate ourselves to the broader vision of the 
national good which he brought from the Capitol to the 
White House. Let us continue as Americans to seek his 
noble goals of a just and lasting peace among ourselves 
and with all nations. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 9:47 p.m. at the Waldorf-Astoria 
Hotel in New York City. 


For related releases on the Domestic Council, see the following 
three items. 


Domestic Council 


The President’s Memorandum for Members of the 
Council. February 13, 1975 


MEMORANDUM FOR: THE VICE PRESIDENT 


Tue SECRETARY OF THE 
TREASURY 

Tue ATTORNEY GENERAL 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR 

THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 

THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 

THE SECRETARY OF LABOR 

THE SECRETARY OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

THE SECRETARY OF HousING AND 
UrsBAN DEVELOPMENT 
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THE SECRETARY OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

Tue Director, OFFICE OF 
MANAGEMENT AND BuDGET 

Tue CHAIRMAN OF THE COUNCIL 
oF Economic ADVISERS 

THe CHAIRMAN, COUNCIL ON 
ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

Tue ADMINISTRATOR OF THE EN- 
VIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

Tue ADMINISTRATOR OF 
VETERANS AFFAIRS 

Tue Director OF THE ACTION 
AGENCY 

Tue Executive Director, Presi- 
DENT’S Economic Po.icy 
BoarpD 

Tue Executive Director, ENER- 
cy Resources CounNciIL 


SuByEcT: Domestic Council 


To assist in carrying out my responsibilities for domes- 
tic policy formulation within a broad conceptual frame- 
work, I want the Domestic Council to undertake the 
following responsibilities in domestic policy areas: 

—Assessing national needs and identifying alternative 
ways of meeting them. 

—Providing rapid response to Presidential needs for 
policy advice. 

—Coordinating the establishment of national priorities 
for the allocation of available resources. 

—NM<aintaining a continuous policy review of on-going 
programs. 

—Proposing reforms as needed. 

I would specifically like to emphasize the following es- 

sential components of these functions: 

—Identify major policy problem areas requiring Ad- 
ministration attention and actions. 

—Coordinate the formulation of policy options in the 
domestic area for my consideration. 

—TInitiate fact-finding analysis, develop policy options 
and recommendations for Presidential decision, Ad- 
ministration action and legislation. 

—-Review in conjunction with OMB departmental 
legislative proposals for their impact on present policy 
and legislation and consistency with Administration 
policy. 

— Establish guidelines in conjunction with OMB for 
formulation of Departmental and Agency adminis- 
trative regulations to ensure consistency with Ad- 
ministration policy objectives and legislative intent. 


Because of the complexity and interrelationship of 
domestic policies and programs, I believe the broadest per- 
spectives must be brought to bear in the Domestic Coun- 
cil’s deliberations. For this reason, I have asked the Vice 


President to serve as Vice Chairman of the Council and 
to oversee the work of the Council. 

I am also asking the Vice President to review the op- 
erations of the Council staff and to propose such reorgani- 
zation of the Council as from time to time may be 
necessary. 

To expedite the work of the Domestic Council, the 
Vice President will make recommendations to me for the 
formation of task forces and review groups of officials at 
the appropriate levels of Departments and Agencies 
involved. 

For the Domestic Council to carry out my objectives, 
it is essential that the Council have the full cooperation 
of your Department or Agency, including the necessary 
staff support for the various task forces and review groups 
which will be established. 


I am today announcing my intention to appoint Mr. 
James M. Cannon, Executive Director of the Domestic 
Council and Assistant to the President for Domestic Af- 
fairs. Richard L. Dunham will be the Deputy Director of 
the Domestic Council. I expect them to work closely with 
the Vice President in conducting the operations of the 
Domestic Council. 


To provide for full coordination of the work of the 
Domestic Council with the work of other policy bodies, 
the Executive Director of the Economic Policy Board and 
the Executive Director of the Energy Resources Council 
will be designated as members of the Domestic Council. 

GERALD R. Forp 


NOTE: The text of the memorandum was released at New York, 
N.Y. 

For the President’s remarks concerning the Domestic Council, 
see page 188 of this issue. 


Domestic Council 


Announcement of Appointment of James M. Cannon as 
Assistant to the President for Domestic Affairs and 
Executive Director of the Domestic Council. 

February 13, 1975 


The President today announced the appointment of 
James M. Cannon, of New York, N.Y., to be Assistant to 
the President for Domestic Affairs and will designate 
him as Executive Director of the Domestic Council. He 
succeeds Kenneth R. Cole, who resigned effective Febru- 
ary 28, 1975. 

Since February 1969, Mr. Cannon has been an assist- 
ant to Governor Rockefeller. During the period from 1969 
to December 1973, and prior to the resignation of Gov- 
ernor Rockefeller as Governor of New York, he was 
assigned as liaison for New York State with Congress and 
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the White House. He later became the Chairman of the 
Commission on Critical Choices for America. 


In 1956, Mr. Cannon joined Newsweek magazine as 
assistant national affairs editor, later serving as national 
affairs editor. He was subsequently named chief of cor- 
respondents for the magazine’s 22 domestic and foreign 
bureaus, and served as a vice president and assistant to 
the late Philip L. Graham. From 1954 to 1956, he became 
a contributing editor of Time magazine after having 
served with the Baltimore Sun from 1949 to 1954. From 
1945 to 1949, he was with the Potsdam Herald-Record 
and the Gloversville Leader-Herald. 


Mr. Cannon was born on February 26, 1918, in Syla- 
cauga, Ala., and received his B.A. degree from the Uni- 
versity of Alabama. He served in the United States Army 
during World War II. 


Mr. Cannon is married to the former Cherie Dawson, 
of Annapolis, Md., and they have two children. They 
reside in New York City. 

NOTE: The announcement was released at New York, N.Y. 


For the President’s remarks concerning Mr. Cannon’s appoint- 
ment, see page 188 of this issue. 


Domestic Council 


Announcement of Appointment of Richard L. Dunham 
as Deputy Director. February 13, 1975 


Richard L. Dunham, of Albany, N.Y., will serve as 
Deputy Director of the Domestic Council. He has been 
with Vice President Rockefeller as Assistant to the Vice 
President for Domestic Affairs since his resignation as 
director of the New York State division of the budget on 
December 31, 1974. He joined the State division of the 
budget in 1967 as its deputy director. 


From 1960 to 1968, he was engaged in family busi- 
nesses in Rochester, N.Y., M. A. Lauscher, Inc., and 
Rochester Computer Service, Inc. He became a public 
administration adviser for the United States AID Mis- 
sion to the Government of Cambodia in 1957, serving 
until 1960. He was employed by the Ohio Legislative 
Service Commission of the State of Ohio from 1955 to 
1957. 

Mr. Dunham was born on November 25, 1929, in 
Rochester, N.Y. He received his B.A. degree from the 
University of Rochester in 1951 and his M.A. degree from 
the University of Michigan in 1952. He served as a public 
administration intern in the New York State division of 
the budget in 1952. 

Mr. Dunham is married to the former Evelyn Lutz, of 
Circleville, Ohio, and they have three children. They 
reside in Albany, N.Y. 


NOTE: The announcement was released at New York, N.Y. 
For the President’s remarks concerning Mr. Dunham’s appoint- 
ment, see page 188 of this issue. 


Counsel to the President 


Exchange of Letters Between the President and 
Phillip E. Areeda Upon Mr. Areeda’s 
Resignation. February 14, 1975 


Dear Phil: 


I have your letter of February 7, and it is with sincere 
gratitude for your dedicated service to our Nation that 
I accept your resignation as Counsel to the President, 
effective on a date to be determined. 


In doing so, I welcome this opportunity to express my 
personal gratitude for your unhesitating support and will- 
ing assistance during the past months of transition. You 
brought to your responsibilities on my staff great energy, 
skill and expertise. Your past experience and knowledge 
of the White House and of the Federal Government have 
enabled you to make significant contributions to the de- 
velopment of our legislative programs and to the estab- 
lishment of my Administration. Your wise counsel and 
able direction have earned the respect of all your col- 
leagues as well as my own great admiration. 


I am most grateful for your good wishes for my Ad- 
ministration and for your kind offer of future assistance. 
You can be sure if the occasion ever arises, we won’t hesi- 
tate to again call on your talents. 


In the meantime, as you prepare to resume your duties 
at Harvard, I want you to know that you take with you 
my warmest best wishes for every continued happiness and 
success in the years ahead. 

Sincerely, 
Jerry Forp 


[The Honorable Phillip Areeda, The White House, Washington, 
D.C.) 


Fesruary 7, 1975 
Dear Mr. President: 


Permit me to submit my resignation as Counsel to the 
President. 


I am grateful for the opportunity you have given me to 
serve the country once more. But now that I have done all 
that I can as Counsel to help in establishing your Admin- 
istration, I have satisfied my commitment in coming to the 
White House last Fall. I plan therefore to return to my 
teaching and scholarship at Harvard. 

I shall be honored to render any occasional future as- 
sistance that you might find useful after my return to 
Cambridge in several weeks. I leave behind my warmest 
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good wishes for your personal well-being and for the suc- 
cess of your Administration. 
Yours respectfully, 
Puiu AREEDA 
Counsel to the President 
[Honorable Gerald R. Ford, President of the United States, The 
White House] 


NOTE: The texts of the jetters were made available by the White 
House Press Office. They were not issued in the form of a White 
House press release. 


Assistant Press Secretary to the 
President 


Announcement of Appointment of Margita E. White. 
February 14, 1975 


The President today announced the appointment of 
Margita E. White as Assistant Press Secretary to the 
President. 

Mrs. White served for the past 2 years as Assistant 
Director of the United States Information Agency (Pub- 
lic Information). She received USIA’s Superior Honor 
Award this year. 

From January 1969 to February 1973, Mrs. White 
was an assistant to Herbert G. Klein, Director of Com- 
munications for the Executive Branch. In 1967, Mrs. 
White was research assistant to syndicated columnist 
Raymond Moley. She was research assistant and writer 
with the Free Society Association in 1965 and 1966. In 
1963 and 1964, Mrs. White was a research aide to 
United States Senator Barry Goldwater and research asso- 
ciate with the Republican National Committee. In 1963, 
Mrs. White served as minority press secretary, Hawaii 
House of Representatives. She was administrative assist- 
ant for the Honolulu office of Whitaker and Baxter Adver- 
tising Agency in 1961 and 1962. 

Mrs. White was born in Sweden on June 27, 1937, and 
emigrated with her family to California in 1948. She be- 
came a United States citizen in 1955. In 1959, she re- 
ceived a B.A., magna cum laude, in government, from 
the University of Redlands, Calif., and in 1960, an M.A. 
in political science from Rutgers University, where she 
was a Woodrow Wilson Fellow at the Eagleton Institute 
of Politics. In 1974, Mrs. White received the University 
of Redlands Alumni: Association’s Distinguished Service 
Award. 

Mrs. White is a founding member and current secre- 
tary of Executive Women in Government. She is married 
to Stuart C. White, a Washington attorney, and they 
have two children. They reside in McLean, Va. 


Legal Services Corporation 


Announcement of Selection of Five Members and 
Designation of Chairman of the Board of 
Directors. February 14, 1975 

The President today announced the names of five in- 
dividuals he ex.pects to nominate to the Board of Direc- 
tors of the Legal Services Corporation to replace five of 
his original choices who are not able to serve on the 
Board. These are preliminary selections and the clearances 
have not been completed. 

The new candidates are: 


Rocer C. Cramton, 45, of Ithaca, N.Y.; dean, Cornell University 
Law School. 


Rosert J. Kutax, 42, of Omaha, Nebr.; partner, Kutak, Rock, 
Cohen, Campbell, Garfinkle & Woodward; chairman of the 
American Bar Association Committee on Individual Rights and 
Responsibilities. 

WiLu1aM JANKLow, 35, of Pierre, S. Dak.; Attorney General of 
South Dakota. 


MarsnHa_t J. Brecer, 28, of Austin, Tex.; assistant professor, Uni- 
versity of Texas Law School. 


SamvueE. D. Tuurman, 61, of Salt Lake City, Utah; dean of the 
College of Law of the University of Utah. 


Roger Cramton is the President’s choice for Chairman. 

The President intends to proceed with the six other 
candidates whose preliminary selection he announced on 
December 19: 


Epitu S. Green of Portland, Oreg. 
Wituiam L. Knecut of Moraga, Calif. 
Ropo.ro Monrejano of Santa Ana, Calif. 
Revius O. OrtiguE of New Orleans, La. 
Gee §. Smiru, Jr., of Larned, Kans. 
Guenn C. StopHeEt of Chattanooga, Tenn. 


The individuals who withdrew their names from can- 
didacy are: 


Dentson KitcHeE of Phoenix, Ariz. 

BeEn!TOo M. Lopez, Jr., of New York, N.Y. 
ABRAHAM S. GoLpsTEIN of New Haven, Conn. 
Omer W. FRANKLIN, Jr., of Atlanta, Ga. 
WituiaM T. CoLeMaANn, Jr., of Philadelphia, Pa. 


The Board of Directors of the Legal Services Corpora- 
tion was established by the Legal Services Corporation 
Act of 1974. The purpose of the Corporation is to pro- 
vide financial support for legal assistance in non-criminal 
proceedings to persons financially unable to afford legal 
assistance by making grants and contracts with individ- 
uals, partnerships, firms, corporations, nonprofit organi- 
zations, and State and local governments. 
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President’s Commission on 
Personnel Interchange 


Announcement of Appointment of Stephen S. Gardner 
as a Member of the Commission. February 14, 1975 


The President today announced the appointment of 
Stephen S. Gardner, of Pennsylvania, to be a member 
of the President’s Commission on Personnel Interchange 
for a term of 2 years. He succeeds William E. Simon who 
resigned effective, January 25, 1975. 

Mr. Gardner was chairman of the board of the Girard 
Trust Bank in Philadelphia from 1971 to 1974. He served 
as president of the Girard Trust Bank from 1966 to 1971. 
He is the chairman of the Greater Philadelphia Move- 
ment, director of the Philadelphia Orchestra Association, 
the YMCA Foundation, and the Philadelphia College 
of Art. In addition, he is a member of the World Affairs 
Council and the Philadelphia Club. 

He was born on December 26, 1921, in Wakefield, 
Mass. He was educated at Boston University, Harvard 
College, and received his MBA from Harvard Graduate 
School of Business Administration in 1949. He is married 
and has five children. 

The Commission was established by Executive Order 
11451 of January 19, 1969, to develop an executive in- 
terchange program under which promising young execu- 
tives from the Federal departments and agencies and the 
private sector will be selected and placed in positions of- 
fering challenge and responsibility in the other sector. 


National Advisory Committee on 
Oceans and Atmosphere 


Announcement of Appointment of Nine Members and 
Designation of Chairman and Vice Chairman. 


February 14, 1975 


The President today announced the appointment of 
nine persons to be members of the National Advisory 
Committee on Oceans and Atmosphere. They are: 


Tuomas Lioyp KimBALL, of McLean, Va., executive director of 
the National Wildlife Federation. This is for a remainder of 
a term expiring October 18, 1976. He succeeds Thomas 
Clingan, who resigned. 

Wiiu1aM J. Harcis, Jr., of Gloucester Point, Va., director of the 
Virginia Institute of Marine Science. This is a reappointment. 

DonaLp Lynn McKernan, of Redmond, Wash., professor, In- 
stitute of Marine Studies, University of Washington, Seattle, 
Washington. He succeeds Charles L. Drake, whose term 
expired. 

Cartes A. Brack, of Woodside, Calif., president, Mardela Corp., 
Burlingame, Calif. He succeeds Thomas A. Fulham, whose 
term expired. 

MarneE ARTHUR Duss, of New Canaan, Conn., director of ocean 
resources, Kennecott Copper Corporation of New York. He suc- 
ceeds Charles F. Baird, whose term expired. 


Hetmut E. Lanpsserc, of Camp Springs, Md., professor, Institute 
for Fluid Dynamics, University of Maryland. He succeeds Brig. 
Gen. Joseph J. George, USAF, retired, whose term expired. 

Grover E. Murray, of Lubbock, Tex., president, Texas Tech 
University. He succeeds Wayne Burt, whose term expired. 

Wituiam E. NIerENBERG, of La Jolla, Calif., director, Scripps In- 
stitution of Oceanography. This is a reappointment. 


JouNn Witper Tukey, of Princeton, N.J., professor, Department 
of Mathematics, Princeton University. He succeeds Thomas F. 
Malone, whose term expired. 

The President is also designating William J. Hargis, 
Jr., as Chairman and Donald Lynn McKernan as Vice 
Chairman of the Committee. 

The Committee was established by Public Law 92- 
125 of August 16, 1971, to undertake a continuing re- 
view of the progress of the marine and atmospheric science 
and service programs of the United States and advise the 
Secretary of Commerce with respect to the carrying out 
of the purposes of the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, Department of Commerce. 


Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered by 
this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the issue. 
Appointments requiring Senate approval are not included 
since they appear in the list of nominations submitted to 
the Senate, below. 


February 8 


The President today accepted the resignation of Rich- 
ard F. Schubert as Under Secretary of Labor, effective 
February 28, 1975. 


February 9 


The President went to Andrews Air Force Base to see 
Secretary of State Kissinger off on his trip to the Middle 
East. 


February 10 


During his visit to Houston, Tex., the President hosted 
a working dinner at the Shamrock Hilton Hotel for Gov- 
ernors of five Southwestern States. 


February 11 


In Houston, the President held a breakfast meeting at 
the Shamrock Hilton Hotel with about 65 editors, pub- 
lishers, and broadcast executives from Southern and 
Southwestern States. 

The President left Houston and flew to Topeka, Kans., 
where he held a luncheon meeting at the Governor’s man- 
sion with Governors of 10 Midwestern States. 
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February 12 


The President announced the appointment of Joel Ed- 
ward Haggard, of Seattle, Wash., as the U.S. Represen- 
tative to the Columbia River Interstate Compact. 


February 13 


Members of the National Voluntary Service Advisory 
Council met with the President at the White House and 
presented the Council’s first annual report. 

Senator Bob Packwood met with the President to dis- 
cuss the legislative schedule in the Senate. 


February 14 


Representatives of principal higher education associa- 


PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1975 


The President designated Sheldon B. Vance, of Austin, 
Minn., to be the U.S. Representative on the Commis- 
sion on Narcotic Drugs of the Economic and Social Coun- 
cil of the United Nations. 

Mayor Vincent A. Cianci, Jr., of Providence, R.I., met 
with the President. 

The President has designated L. Dean Brown, Deputy 
Under Secretary of State, as his Personal Representative, 
with the rank of Special Ambassador, to head the U.S. 
delegation at ceremonies marking the 10th anniversary of 
the independence of The Gambia within the British Com- 
monwealth. The ceremonies will be held in Banjul Feb- 
ruary 17-19. The delegation also includes O. Rudolph 
Aggrey, U.S. Ambassador to Gambia, and Ernesta 
Procope of New York. 


tions met with the President at the White House. 
Count Otto Lambsdorff, parliamentarian from the 
Federal Republic of Germany, met with the President. 


Arkansas. 


The President has accepted the resignation of Lynn A. 
Davis as United States Marshal for the Eastern District of 





CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS RELEASES 


The following releases of the Office of the 
White House Press Secretary, distributed 
during the period covered by this issue, are 
not included in the issue. 


Released February 10, 1975 

Advance text: remarks to the Houston 
Chamber of Commerce Conference on En- 
ergy and the Economy 

News conference: on the President’s meeting 
with Southwestern State Governors—by 
(Governors Raul Castro of Arizona, David 
Pryor of Arkansas, Jerry Apodaca of New 
Mexico, David L. Boren of Oklahoma, Dolph 
Briscoe of Texas, and Press Secretary Ron 
Nessen 


Released February 11, 1975 


Advance text: remarks to the Kansas State 
Legislature in Topeka 


Released February 13, 1975 


Advance text: remarks to the New York So- 
ciety of Security Analysts 

Advance text: remarks at a dinner honoring 
the Vice President in New York City 
(2 releases) 

Statement by the Press Secretary concerning 
appointments to the Domestic Council 


NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE 


The following list does not include promo- 
tions of members of the Uniformed Services, 
nominations to the Service Academies, or 
nominations of Foreign Service officers. 


Submitted February 11, 1975 

Yan MicHaE. Ross, of Maryland, to be Alter- 
nate Executive Director of the Inter-Amer- 
ican Development Bank, vice Kenneth A. 
Guenther, resigned. 

WiriaM A. Irvine, of Pennsylvania, to be a 
Governor of the United States Postal Serv- 
ice for the remainder of the term expiring 
December 8, 1976, vice George E. Johnson, 
resigned. 


Submitted February 12, 1975 

Wrtt1am G. Bownter, of Florida, a Foreign 
Service officer of the Class of Career Minis- 
ter, to be Ambassador Extraordinary and 
Plenipotentiary of the United States of 
America to the Republic of South Africa. 

RALPH B. Guy, JR., of Michigan, to be United 
States Attorney for the Eastern District of 
Michigan for the term of 4 years (reap- 
pointment) . 

JOHN E. Ciark, of Texas, to be United States 
Attorney for the Western District of Texas 
for the term of 4 years, vice William S. 
Sessions, resigned. 

RaMon M. Cup, of Utah, to be United 
States Attorney for the District of Utah 
for the term of 4 years, vice C. Nelson Day, 
deceased. 


ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT 


December 25, 1970 


EDITOR’S NOTE: In accordance with the deci- 
sion of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia Circuit (Ken- 
nedy v. Sampson, et al., Nos. 73-2121 and 2122 
(D.C. Cir., August 14, 1974)), a bill became 
law without the President’s signature on 
December 25, 1970, upon expiration of the 10- 
day period allowed for Presidential action. 
The legislative number, public law number, 
and title of the act are as follows: 


Public Law 91-696 
An act to amend the Public Health Service 
Act to provide for the making of grants to 
medical schools and hospitals to assist 
them in establishing special departments 
and programs in the field of family prac- 
tice, and otherwise to encourage and pro- 
mote the training of medical and para- 
medical personnel in the field of family 
medicine and to provide for a study relat- 
ing to causes and treatment of mal- 
nutrition. 
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Ad Hoc Advisory Group on Puerto Rico. 23 
Adams, Ansel 


Addresses and Remarks 


American Football Coaches Associa- 
tion dinner 

Budget message 

Conference Board dinner 
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Economic writers 

Energy and economic programs 
Address to Nation 
Briefing for State and local govern- 

ment officials 

Geneva Protocol of 1925 and biological 
weapons convention 

Justice Department, Attorney Gen- 
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King, Dr. Martin Luther, Jr., anni- 
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Legislator of the Year awards 

National Collegiate Athletic Associa- 
tion luncheon 

National Commission on the Observ- 
ance of International Women’s 





National Newspaper Publishers Asso- 


National prayer breakfast 

National Religious Broadcasters 

NBC news interview with John Chan- 
cellor and Tom Brokaw 

4 eons State Governors meet- 


ing 
Opportunities Industrialization Cen- 
ters of America 
Pakistan, Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali 


Petroleum imports 
Radio-Television 
Association 


Trade Act of 1974, signing ceremony_ 

United Kingdom, Prime Minister 
Harold Wilson ; 

U.S. Industrial Payroll Savings Com- 
mittee 

White House Conference on Domestic 
and Economic Affairs 

Advisory committees, Executive order 
continuing 


AFL-CIO 

Agriculture, Department of, Secretary_ 26 60 

Agriculture, 1974 Census of 

Agriculture and agricultural programs, 
milk price support 

Air Force Academy, U.S., Board of Visi- 


Alaska, Governor 
Albert, Repr. Carl 36,119, 157 
Aliens, Domestic Council Committee 


Allon, Yigal 
Ambassadors 
Foreign, presentation of credentials, 
visits, etc 
United States. See under Appoint- 
ments and Nominations; Resigna- 
tions and Retirements; or country 
to which assigned. 


First Quarter, 1975 
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American Football Coaches Associa- 
tion 

American Heart Month, 1975 

American Revolution Bicentennial Ad- 


American Samoa, land use 

Amnesty for draft evaders and de- 
serters. See draft evaders and desert- 
ers 

Anemia Control Act, Cooley’s. 

Angelou, Maya. 


Appointments and Nominations 
Ambassadors, United States 


American Revolution Bicentennial 
Advisory Council 
Asian Development Bank, U.S. Alter- 


Cabinet, Secretary to the 
Commerce Department, Patent Office 
Commissioners 1 
Commission on CIA Activities Within 
the United States 
Executive Director. 





Communications Satellite Corpora- 
tion, Board of Directors 
Defense Department, Assistant Sec- 


retary 
Federal Metal and Nonmetallic Mine 
Safety Board of Review, member. 39, 61 
Health, Education, and Welfare De- 
partment, National Library of Med- 
icine, Board of Regents 
Housing and Urban Development 
Department 
Assistant Secretaries 
New Community Development Cor- 
poration, Board of Directors. 109, 124 
Inter-American Development Bank 
Alternate Executive Director 
U.S. Alternate Governor 95 
International Bank for Reconstruc- 
tion and Development, U.S. Alter- 
nate Governor 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 


Justice Department 
Attorney General 
Board of Parole, member 
Drug Enforcement Administration, 
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Management and Budget, Office of, 


National Advisory Council on Educa- 
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National Advisory Council on Sup- 
plementary Centers and Services, 
members 

National Cancer Advisory Board, 
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National Commission on Productiv- 
ity and Work Quality 

National Commission on Water Qual- 


National Labor 
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Postal Rate Commission, 
Chairman -_- nae 
President’s Biomedical Research 
Panel, Chairman and members_-_-_ 
Roosevelt Campobello International 
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Acting 
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taries 28, 61, 108, 124 

Transportation Department, Secre- 


tary 45, 61 
United States Arms Control and Dis- 
armament Agency, Deputy Direc- 
tor 9: 

US. attorneys 
District of Columbia 








Kentucky 
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2d circuit 
8th circuit 
US. district judge, New Jersey_... 95, 124 
3 F 94, 124 
United States Postal Service, Gover- 


Appropriations 
Armed Forces, United States 
Clemency 
Courts-martial 
Arms control and disarmament 
Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, 





ate 

Atlanta, Georgia 

Atomic Energy Commission 

Attorneys, U.S. See Courts, United 
States 

Austad, Mark “Evans” 
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Legislator of the Year awards. 
Theodore Roosevelt Award. 
“Tuss” McLaughry Award 


Baker, Sen. Howard H., Jr. 
Ballantine, Arthur. 
Barcelo, Carlos Romero 


Baroody, William J., Jr 
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Beall, 


Bechtel, Stephen D., Jr. 
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can Revolution 


Bill Signings 

Commission on Federal Paperwork, 
statement 
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Deepwater Port Act of 1974, state- 
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Emergency Jobs and Unemployment 
Assistance Act of 1974, statement__ 

Emergency Unemployment Compen- 
sation Act of 1974, statement 
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Bill Signings—Continued 

Harry S Truman Memorial Scholar- 
ship Act, stat 

Headstart, Economic Opportunity, 
and Community bina altel Act 
of 1974, stat 

Herbert Hoover auenastel bill, state- 
ment 

Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act, statement__ 

Lowell, Massachusetts, — canal 
district bill, stat 

Privacy Act of 1974 

Social Services Amendments of 1974, 














Speedy Trial Act of 1974, statement_ 
Trade Act of 1974, remarks 
Transportation Safety Act of 1974, 


Biological weapons convention 
Biomedical Research Panel, President’s_ 
Birth Defects Prevention Month, 1975, 


Black History Week, 1975 

Black newspaper publishers 

Blind and Other Severely Handicapped, 
Committee for Purchase from the_--_ 

Blunt, William, Jr 

Bolivia, Ambassador to U.S 

Bradley, 


Buck Island Reef National Monument. 
Budget 
Defense spending. 
Deferrals and rescissions 
Federal spending. 
42, 43, 47, 48, 58, 69, 75, 111, 118, 100 


Message - 


34, 
35, 41-43, 57, 67, 72, 75, 77, 84, 97, 111, 


139, 140, 143, 147 
Budget, Office of Management and. See 
Management and Budget, Office of 





Cabinet 
Meetings with the President. 
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Chennault, Anna 

Child support_-_-_ 

Chile, foreign assistance 

Chinese New Year 

CIA. See Central Intelligence Agency 

CIA Activities Within the United 
States, Commission on 

Citizens’ Action Committee, Inc. 

Citizens’ Advisory Committee on En- 
vironmental Quality. 

Citizens’ Advisory Council on the Status 
of Women 

Civil Aeronautics Board 

Civil Rights, Leadership Conference on_ 

Civil Service Commission, United States. 
See United States Civil Service Com- 
mission 











Cleary, Catherine B a 
Clemency Board, Presidential 
Clemency for draft evaders and de- 
serters. See Draft evaders and de- 
serters 
Clergy Week 
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4, 50, 51, 140, 143, 157 
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Commerce, Department of 
Assistant Secretary 
Maritime Administration 
Patent Office 





Commerce Commission, Interstate 
Commission. See other part of title 
Committee. See other part of title 


Community Development Corporation, 
Ni 


Community Partnership Act of 1974, 
Headstart, Economic Opportunity, 
and 

Community Services Administration. 
See under Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Department of 





Congress, meetings with the President 
Bipartisan leadership 60, 124, 165 
House of Representatives 

Members 
Minority leader. 
Speaker 
Ways and Means Committee 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy- 
Republican leadership 
Republican S 
Senate 
Finance Committ 
Judiciary Committee 
Majority Leader. 
Members 
Minority Leader. 


36, 165, 166 
60 




















Congress, Communications to 


Budget deferrals and rescissions_... 1, 118 
Budget m 128 
Cooley’s Anemia Control Act, report 
transmittal ---- 165 
Council of Economic Advisers, report 
transmittal 


Council on Wage and Price Stability, 
message 
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Energy legislation, letter to President 
of Senate and Speaker of House.-_ 

Government services to rural Amer- 
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International whaling operations and 
conservation programs 
National Housing Goals, 


Sickle cell anemia, message trans- 
mitting report 
South Vietnam and Cambodia, for- 
eign assistance, message to Con- 


gress 
Surface mining legislation, letter to 
President of Senate and Speaker of 





109 
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Uniform Relocation Assistance and 
Real Property Acquisition Policies 
Act of 1970, message transmitting 
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report 
US.-Polish convention on taxation 





Voting rights extension bill, letter to 
President of Senate and Speaker of 





Connor, James E. 
Connor, John T 
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Conservation 
Energy 
at, 48-81, 68,66, 6, 70, Ti, 70,62, 65-86, 
97, 111, 140, 143, 14 
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Consumer Advisory Council 
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Corber, Robert J_--- 
Cotton, 
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Rules of evidence 
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US. circuit judges 
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Cyprus, U.S. Ambassador to 





Davis, Repr. Mendel J 
Davis, Nathaniel 
Deason, Willard__ 
Deepwater Port Act of 1974__ 
Defense, Department of 
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Defense spending. 
national 
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Dennis, C. L 
Dent, Frederick B 
Department. See other part of title 
F 


See 








Digest of other White House announce- 
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Dillon, C. Douglas-- 

Disarmament. See Arms control and 
disarmament 

Disarmament Agency, United States 
Arms Control and 60, 93 

Disaster assistance. See Emergency as- 
sistance 

District of Columbia 
Superior Court, associate judge. 

US. attorney. 

Domestic Council Committee on Illegal 
Aliens iene 

Dominican Republic, Ambassador to 
US 124 

Dominick, Sen. Peter H 

Douglas, Justice William O 

Draft evaders and deserters. 

Drug Enforcement Administ 

Dumke, Glenn S 
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Economic Advisers, Council of 
26, 60, 95, 111, 139, 166 
13, 166 
Economic Opportunity, and Community 
Partnership Act of 1974, Headstart-. 19 
Economic Opportunity, Office of 
Economic Policy Board 
Economic Report 
Message 
Signing ceremony 
Economy, national 
Budget message 
Defense omens 76, 150 
Economic Report 139, 143 
Employment and unemployment--_-_- 6, 
57, 143, 150 


126, 127, 128 


Federal spending 1, 
42, 43, 47, 48, 58, 69, 75, 111, 118, 150 
News conference remarks. 150 
State of the Union address 
Taxes 
835, 41, 42, 43, 57, 67, 72, 75, 77, oe 
97, 111, 140, 147 
Ecuador, Ambassador to U.S_--------- 
Eddings, Inez Clark 
enn National Advisory Council 


124 


ppi 
Emergency Jobs and Unemployment 
Assistance Act of 1974 
Emergency Unemployment Compensa- 
tion Act of 1974 
Employment and unemployment. 6, 
57, 143, 150 
Energy 
See also specific energy source 
Conservation 
41, 48-51, 58, 66, 67, 70, 71, 78, 82, 
85-88, 97, 111, 128, 140, 143, 147 
Highway transportation 
Legislative proposals 
NBC interview, remarks 
Nuclear 
Northeastern States 
News conference remarks 
President’s Labor-Management Com- 
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Research and development 


State of the Union address 
Energy Administration, Federal 
61, 95,111, 166 
Energy Research and Development Ad- 
ministration 
Energy Research and Development Ad- 


Energy transportation security bill, dis- 
approval 
Environment 


4, 50, 51, 143, 157 


Environmental Merit Awards Program, 
President’s Advisory Committee on 


Environmental Protection Agency 
Administrator 
Assistant Administrator and General 


Environmental Quality, Citizens’ 
visory Committee on 
Environmental Quality, 

Chairman 
Ethiopia, U.S. Ambassador to 
Evans, Daniel J 
“Evans” Austad, Mark 


Ad- 


Council on, 


Executive Orders 
City tax withholding by Federal agen- 
cies (EO 11833) 
Commission on CIA Activities With- 
in the United States, establishment 
(EO 11828) 


Executive Orders—Continued 
Courts-martial manual (EO 11835) - 
Energy Research and Development 
Administration and Nuclear Reg- 
ulatory Commission (EO 11834) __- 

Executive Schedule (EO 11831) 

Exemption of Willard Deason from 
mandatory retirement (EO 11826) - 

Exemption of Whitney Gillilland 
from mandatory retirement (EO 
11824) 

Federal advisory committees, contin- 
uance (EO 11827) 

Gold transactions by US. citizens 
(EO 11825) 

Hopi-Navajo Land Settlement Inter- 
agency Committee (EO 11829) __-- 

Interagency Committee on Handi- 
capped Employees (EO 11830) ---- 

Labor-management relations in the 
Federal service (EO 11838) 

National Commission on the Observ- 
ance of International Women’s 
Year, 1975 (EO 11832) 

Presidential Clemency Board (EO 
11837) 

Transportation cargo security pro- 
gram (EO 11836) 

Executive Schedule 
Export Council, President’s 


Federal Advisory Council on Occupa- 
tional Safety and Health 
Federal-Aid Highway Amendments of 
1974 
Federal Bureau of Investigation 
Federal Communications Commission, 
Chairman --- 
Federal employees. 
employees 
Federal Energy Administration 
61, 95, 111, 166 
Federal Metal and Nonmetallic Mine 
Safety Board of Review, member-_--. 39, 61 
Federal Paperwork, Commission on-_-_-- 1 
Federal-State-local cooperation 





See Government 


20, 
51, 57, 140, 143 


Fellner, William J 
Fellowships, President’s Commission on 


Filbert imports bill, disapproval 
Finland, U.S. Ambassador to. 


Florida 


US. attorney 
Flynt, Repr. John J., Jr 
Food, foreign assistance 
Food stamp program 
Football Coaches Association, Ameri- 


Foreign Assistance Act of 1974 

Foreign policy powers, President’s. 

France, President Valéry Giscard 
d’Estaing 


Gambino, Richard 
Gas, natural 
Gasoline 
41, 42, 85-87, 143 
Rationing 58, 66, 67, 70, 71, 143, 147 
General Services Administration, Ad- 


Gillilland, Whitney 
Gold, Executive order regulating trans- 


Government departments and agencies 
Paperwork procedures. 
Privacy, protection of citizens’ 
Government employees 
City tax withholding 
Labor-management relations 
Occupational safety and health 
Pay increase, limitation... 43, 47, 58, 97 


Government employees—Continued 

Retirement pay increase, limitation... 43, 
47, 58,97 
Travel expenses 13, 26 

Government services to rural America, 
report -- 

Grady, Stafford R. 

Grand Rapids, Mich., naming of Fed- 
eral Building for the President, dis- 
approval 

Great Britain. See United Kingdom 

Greece, U.S. Ambassador to 

Greener, William I., Jr 

Greenspan, Alan 

Griswold, Erwin N 

Guam, land use 





Hammond, Gov. Jay. 

Handicapped, Committee for Purchase 
from the Blind and Other Severely__ 

Handicapped Employees, Interagency 
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Community Partnership Act of 1974_ 
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Birth defects 
Federal employees. 
Poison prevention 
Sickle cell anemia 
Health, Education, and Welfare, Depart- 
ment of 
Community Services Administration, 
establishment 
National Institutes of Health, Direc- 
tor 
National Library of Medicine, Board 


Health, Federal Advisory Council on 
Occupational Safety and 

Health insurance, national 

Health Resources Advisory Committee, 
National 


Highway Amendments of 1974, Federal- 
fo eee 

Holton, Linwood 

Hoover, Herbert, memorial bill 

Hopi-Navajo Land Settlement Inter- 





Housing 
Displaced homeowners and tenants. 
Report, national 
Housing and Urban Development, De- 
partment of 
Assistant Secretaries 
New Community Development Cor- 
poration, Board of Directors... 109, 124 
Secretary 
Hruska, Sen. Roman L 
Hummel, Arthur W., Jr. 
Hutchins, Curtis M 
Hutton, Ann Hawkes. 


ee as 2 2 ee ee 
85-88, 97, 111, 128, 140, 143, 147, 150 
Indian Self-Determination and Edu- 
cation Assistance Act 
Indiana, U.S. attorney 
Indians 
Land settl it 
Meeting with the President 
Interagency Committee on Handicapped 
Employees 
Inter-American Development Bank.- 95, 165 
Interior, Department of the, Secre- 
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International Bank for Reconstruction 
and Development. 95 
International Clergy Week in the 





Interstate Commerce Cc 
Irvine, William A_-_- 
Israel 
Deputy Prime Minister and Foreign 
Minister - 
Foreign assistance 


Jarman, Repr. John-- 
Jaycee Week, 1975, National_ 

















Johnson, Mrs. Lyndon B 
Johnson, U. Alexis 


Joint Statements 


Jones, 

Judiciary. See Courts, United States 

Justice, Department of 
Attorney General 
Board of Parole 13, 72, 95 
Deputy Attorney General 163 
Drug Enforcement Administration... 72, 95 
Federal Bureau of Investigation... 91, 150 
Office of Alien Property 


Kauffman, John William 
menage US. ee 
Kerr, Ew 


26, 44, 61, 163, 165 











Kluczynski, John C 
Knight, Ronald T 

Knowles, Robert P. 
Kriegsman, William E. 
Kubisch, Jack B 


Labor, Department of 
Manpower Administration, Job 
Corps as - 108 
Secretary 26, 32, 94, 164 
Labor-Management. Committee, Presi- 
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Labor-management relations. in the 
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Lehman, John F., Jr. 
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See also Congress, Communications 
to 


Benny, Jack, telegram to Mrs. Benny 
on the death of her husband 

Black History Week, 1975, message-_-_-_ 

Chinese New Year, messag 

Labor Department, exchange of let- 
ters with Secretary Peter J. 
Brennan 


election as Representative from 
Louisiana 

Student Loan Marketing Association, 
letter to Board Chairman Edward 
A. McCabe-.-_-_ 

United Mine Workers of America, 
telegram to President Arnold R. 
Miller 
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Librarian of Congress 
Ligon, Duke R. 
Loan Marketing Association, Student. 114 
Long, George J- 166 
Long, Sen. Russell B. 60 




















Management and Budget, Office of, 
Director 8, 26, 60, 61, 124, 126, 127 
Management Committee, President’s 
Labor- 





Mansfield, Sen. Mike 
March of Dimes Birth Defects Preven- 
tion Month, 1975. 
time Administration appropriations 
authorization bill, disapproval 
Marks, Paul A 
Marshals, U.S. See Courts, United States 
Maryland, US. attorney. 
Mathews, F. David 65 
Mauritania, U.S. Ambassador to_-..-.-- 9, 61 
May, Michael M. 
McCabe, Edward A 
McClennan, William H. 




















Meany, Bernard A 
Meaney, George. 
Meeker, M. S. 


Meetings with Foreign Leaders 
Pakistan, Prime Minister Zulfikar Ali 
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United Kingdom, Prime Minister 
Harold Wilson 116, 120 


Memorandums to Federal Agencies 


See also Letters, Messages, Telegrams 

Domestic Council Committee on Il- 
legal Aliens. 26 

Occupational safety and health pro- 
grams for Federal employees 
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